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RATIONS TO EMIGRATING INDIANS. 


July 5, 1832. 

Read, and laid upon the table. 


Mr. Drayton, from the Select Committee to which the subject had been 
referred, made 4he following 

REPORT: 

7he Select Committee appointed hy a resolution of the House of Repre^ 
sentatives to inquire whether an attempt ions niade by the late Secre- 
tary oj IVar, John H. Eaton, fraudulently to give to Samuel Hans'- 
ton, or any other person or persons concerned with Samuel Houston, 
a contract for supplying rations to such Indians as might emigrate to 
their lands west of Jirkansas and Missouri; and whether said Hous¬ 
ton made a fraudulent attempt to obtain said contract; and that the 
said committee be Jurther instructed to inquire whether the President 
of the United States had any knowledge of such attempted J'ra ud, and 
whether he disapproved or approved of the same; and that the com¬ 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers;” report: 

That, in pursuance of the duties devolved upon them, they have examined 
various papers and documents, and a number of witnesses, in relaiiou to the 
subjects contained in the resolution; and that, after bestowing upon the same 
their deliberatfc attention, they are of opinion that the foregoing written and 
verbal evidence furnishes no proof cither that John H. Eaton, late Secreta¬ 
ry of War, ever attempted, ^‘h'audulently, to give to Samuel Houston, or any 
other person or persons concerned with Samuel Houston, a contract for 
supplying rations to such Indians as might emigrate to their lands west of 
Arkansas and Missouri,” or that Samuel Houston ever ‘‘ made a fraudulent 
attempt to obtain said contract.” The committee, therefore, recommend 
the adoption of the following re.solutions; 

Resolved, I hat John H. Eaton, the late Secretary of War, and Samuel 
Houston, do stand entirely acquitted, in the judgment of this House, from 
all imputation of fraud, either committed or attempted to be committed, by 
them, or either of them, in any matter relating to or connected with the 
premises. 

Resolved, That all the evidence which was submitted to the committee, 
together with the journal of their proceeclingst, be annexed to and recorded 
with this report. 
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Tht opinion of Mr. William Sianhery and Mr. I. C. Bates. 

The undersigned, dissenting from the opinion of the majority, as expressed 
in the foregoing resolution of tha' majority, ask leave to state: 

That it was their intention to have submitted the facts disclosed by the 
evidence to the judgment and decision of the House, without attempting 
to influence that judgment and deci.sion by an opinion of their own, and as 
a course wholly unexceptionable, and best calculated to do justice to all con¬ 
cerned. But, having been overruled in this, contrary to expectation, by a 
majority of the committee, they feel themselves called upon, however re¬ 
luctantly, to state their opinion of the effect of the evidence which was be¬ 
fore them; which opinion is: 

That Samuel Houston did attempt, Wrongfully, to obtain the contract, re¬ 
ferred to in the resolution of the House, for the supply of rations to the emi¬ 
grating Indians. That the late Secretary of War did attempt, wrongfully, 
to give said contract to said Samuel Houston, and that this was known to 
the President. As an official transaction, they view it as extraordinary and 
unjustifiable throughout. 

The course of inquiry, as well as the evidence, will appear from the 
journal of the committee herewith submitted; to which the undersigned, at 
this late period of the session, have only time to refer in support of the 
opinion which they have thus summarily expressed. 

WILLIAM STANBERY. 

1. C. BATES. 


Opinion of Mr. J. L. Kerr. 

The undersigned, as a member of the select committee appointed to in¬ 
quire “whether an attempt was made by the late Secretary of War, John 
H. Eaton, fraudulently to give to Samuel Houston, or to any other person 
or persons concerned with Samuel Houston, a contract for supplying 
rations to such Indians as might emigrate to their lands west of Arkansas 
and Missouri; and whether said Houston made a fraudulent attempt to ob¬ 
tain said contract; and that the said committee be further instructed to in¬ 
quire whether the President of the United States had any knowledge of 
such attempted fraud; and whether he disapproved or approved of the same;” 
being unable, upon a dUe consideration of the whole evidence in the case, to 
concur in the report of the majority of the committee, which presents an 
absolute and entire exculpation of all the parties named; but having not been 
afforded art opportunity of either preparing a full view of that evidence, or 
anv argument upon it, begs leave thus briefly to offer his opinion, in order 
that it may accompany the evidence and report of the majority. 

The strong terms in w’hich the resolution presents the subject of inquiry, 
are well understood by the House as those specially employed by the mover 
as ex;,-."'ssive of his own existing view of the facts/ and the majority of the 
committee have given a literal negative to the allegations implied by the 
terms as to every person concerned. 

It is a question of the intention of persons in high official stations, in re¬ 
spect to acts contemplated—not done; and, therefore, the inference of such 
imputed designs, or of the degree of impropriety in their official conduct, caft 
only be drawn from facts and circumstances. 
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What should be deemed “fraudulent’^ conduct in men invested with 
the power to confer public offices and contracts upon individuals coining in 
competition for them, admits, perhaps, of some difference of opinion; and 
how far it is politically just, in such cases, to prefer favorites and friends, is 
a topic of frequent controversy amongst political partisans; but, in any case, 
to prefer a favorite or a friend to the obvious or to the slightest detriment 
of the public, certainly cannot be justified by any mode of reasoning. 
Either to obtain or to give an office or a contract, by any fneans of artifice 
or deception, is highly censurable in the public functionary who either par¬ 
ticipates in the use of such means, or connives at them. Being called upon, 
in this case, by a vote of the majority of the committee, either to agree or 
disagree to the report determined on by them, I have felt myself compelled 
to dissent from its absolute and general terms, and to express some other 
opinion. 

As no argumentative report has been prepared or offered by the chairman 
or any other member, the undersigned takes leave to declare his mere opi¬ 
nion that the evidence reported to the House establishes the (act that strong 
endeavors were used by Samuel Houston to obtain from the late Secretary 
of War the contract for supplying rations, mentioned in the resolution of 
the House; and that he was concerned with other persons, at divers times, 
in attempts to obtain such a contract upon terms disadvantageous to the Go¬ 
vernment. 

How far these endeavors were exerted by seeking any undue advantages, 
will be for the opinion of every member, to be formed from the facts and cir¬ 
cumstances presented by the testimony; though, as Samuel Houston is still 
a private individual, not having obtained the contract, he can be no further 
affected by the decision. 

That the late Secretary of War, John H. Eaton, did manifest a strong 
and partial desire to prefer Samuel Houston in his application for the im¬ 
portant contract proposed, is, in the opinion of the undersigned, clearly made 
out by the whole train of facts'and circumstances, as is the inference that he 
was prevented from completing a contract, at a price far above that which 
the state of things warranted, by the remonstrance and interference of 
others, by the glaring difference in the lower terms offered and pressed upon 
the department, and, it is but just and charitable to add, by a final convic¬ 
tion of error in calculations assumed. 

The President certainly knew oi the proposals of Samuel Houston, and 
at one time approved of his'having the contract on the highest terms pro¬ 
posed by him; but the undersigned will not undertake to impute to him a 
consciousness of the existence of ‘‘fraudulent” j»ractices, and an approbation 
of them. The evidence does not conclusively show that the President was, 
Srom time to time, acquainted with the gradation of bids and estimates; and, 
oa one occasion, he expressly said, that the lowest bidder must have the 
contract; and, finally, he resolved on repudiating the plan of contracts alto¬ 
gether, except through the Commissary General’s Department. 

For the support of these views, the undersigned refers to the evidence 
j-epoited. 

JOHN LEEDS JCERR, 

Hous« OF Representatives, Juh/ 5, 1832. 
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Journal of the proceedings of the Select Committee appointed bp the 

House of Itepresentatives, May 14, 1832, under the following reso 

lution: 

“ Resolved^ Tiiat a select committee be appointed to inquire whether an 
attempt was made by the late Secretary of War, John H Eaton, fraudu¬ 
lently to give to Samuel Houston, or to any other person or persons con¬ 
cerned with Samuel Houston, a contract for supplying rations to such In¬ 
dians as might emigrate to their lands west of Arkansas and Missouri; and 
whether the said Houston made a fraudulent attempt to obtain said contract; 
and that the said committee be further instructed to inquire whether the 
President of the United States had any knowledge of such attempted fraud, 
and whether he disapproved or approved of tho same; and that said commit¬ 
tee have power to send for persons aad papers.” 

Oidered, That Mr. Sianbeiy, Mr. Drayton, Mr, Everett, of Massachus¬ 
etts, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. White, of Louisiana, and Mr. Hub¬ 
bard, be the said committee. 

Attest: M. ST. CLAIR CLARKE, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

Thursday, May 17, 1832. 

Ordered, That Mr. Everett and Mr. While be excused from serving on 
the committee within named, and that Mr. Bates, of Massachusetts, and 
Mr. Kerr, of Maryland, be appointed of the said committee, in their stead. 

Attest: M. ST. CLAIR CLARKE, 

Per S. BURCH. 

Friday, May IS, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr, Drayton, Mr. Muh¬ 
lenberg, Mr. Wayne, Mr, Hubbard. 

Moved, That the chairman, Mr. Stanbery, be required to cause subpoe¬ 
nas to be issued and served upon Thomas L. McKenney, GeneralJohn Van 
Fossen, Luther Blake, and General Robert Desha, requiring them to appear 
before the committee forthwith. 

Ordered, also. That the chairman cause a copy of the resolution of the 
House of Representatives appointing this committee, to be served upon Gene¬ 
ral »Samuei Houston and Major John il. Eaton, and that he also notify them 
of the time and place of the next meeting of this committee. 

The committee adjourned. 

Friday, May 25, 1832. 

The committee met, Present; Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Drayton, Mr. Bates, 
Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Hubbard. 

Moved by Mr. Bates, 

That the chairman of the committee call upon the Secretary of W^r for 
copies of the various bids for the supply of Indian rations in 1830; the order 
in which they were made, and by whom made. Also, copies of all the cor¬ 
respondence or notes upon the f-ubji ct, with a copy of the advertisement for 
the su-pplyiug of said rations, and copies of all other papers relating to the 
subject-matter of the inquiry before this committee; also, of the decision and 
doings of me late Secretary pf War thereon, • 
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Moved further by Mr. Muhlenberg, 

That the chairman call on the Commissary General for copies of all such 
papers as may be in his possession, bearing upon said subject-matter of inquiry. 

Letters were accordingly transmitted to the Secretary of War and to the 
Commissary General, enclosing copies of the resoluiion of the House of Re¬ 
presentatives, and of the vote of this committee upon the motions of Messrs. 
Bates and Muhlenberg. 

The committee adjourned to meet again on Monday next, at 10 o’clock 

A. M. 

Copy of a letter from the Secretary of War to the Chairman, enclosing 
certain papers, in accordance with the request of the Chairnian in his 
communication of the 25th instant. 

P 

, Djbpautment of Wab, May 26, 1832. 

Sir: In answer to your letter of yesterday, requesting “copies of the 
various bids for the supply of Indian rations in 1830, the order in which 
they were made; also, copies of all the correspondence or rules upon that 
subject, with a copy of the adverti.sement for the supply of said rations: 
and copies of all other papers relating to the subject-matter of the inquiry 
before this committee; also, of the decision and doings of the late Secre¬ 
tary of War thereon,” I have the honor to transmit, herewith, copies of 
all the documents that can be found upon the subject, after a careful exami¬ 
nation of the records and files of the department. 

I have the honor to be, 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

lewis CASS. 

Hon. William Stanbery, 

Chairman of the Committee 

of the House of Representatives. 

Proposals for supplying emigrant Indians with rations, west of the 
Mississippi. 

Sealed proposals, and to be endorsed “ proposals for rations,” will be 
received by the Secretary of War until the 20th day of March, 1830, for 
the supplying rations to such Indian«as may emigrate .to their lands westol 
Arkansas and Missouri: said rations to consist of one pound and a quarter 
of fresh beef, or one pound of fresh pork, with two quarts of salt to every 
hundred of these; or, if salted meat is issued, one pound of beef, and three- 
quarters of a pound of pork, with a quart of corn or corn meal to each 
ration of meat, whether fresh or salt, or eighteen ounces of flour. 

The right to be reserved to the Secretary of War to enlarge or alter the 
quantity of the ration to be issued: and the right of continuing the contract 
to any period of time he may think proper, and to determine it at pleasure, 
when any of the conditions shall be broken. 

The points of delivery not to exceed three, in the country of either of 
the tribes to be designated by the Secretary of War. 

The entire expense, whether of transportation, or issuing, or of building 
houses for the preservation of the supplies, or any other, to be borne by 
the contractor. 
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Bonds, with approved security, will be required for the faithful fulfilment 
of the contract. 

No advances will be made. 

By order of the Secretary of War: 

THOMAS L, McKENNEY. 

Department of War, 

Office Indian Affairs, IS/A February, 1830. 

Richmond Enquirer, Baltimore Republican, Philadelphia Gazette, Cin¬ 
cinnati Republican, National Intelligencer, Ohio State Bulletin, Louisviile 
Advertiser, three times a week, until the 15th of March. 

^ Washington City, February 22, 1830-. 

Sir: In conformity with your advertisement in the United States Tele¬ 
graph, under date of the 18th of the present month, I propose to supply 
the rations as therein called for, for the Creek, Cherokee, and Choctaw 
emigrants, at ten cents the ration, agreeable to the stipulations contained in 
said advertisement. 

THOMAS CROWELL. 

Hon. John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

Georgetown, (Ky.) March B, 1830, 

Sir.* I propose to furnish Indians who may emigrate to their lands west 
«f Arkansas and Missouri, with rations, to consist of one pound and a quar., 
ter of fresh beef, or one pound of fresh pork, with two quarts of salt to 
every hundred of these; or, if salted meat is issued, one pound of beef, or 
three quarters of a pound of pork, with a quart of corn or corn meal to each 
ration of moat, whether fresh or salt, or eighteen ounces of flour, for the sum 
of twelve cents per ration. 

Very respectfully, 

B. S. CHAMBERS. 

Col. Thomas L. McKenney. 

References.—Col, Richard M. Johnson, Henry Daniel, Joel Yancey, of 
the House of Representatives; George M. Bibb, John Rowan, of the Senate: 
William T. Barry, 

Washington City, {Brownes,) IQtSMarch, 1830. 

Sir: I will furnish rations to the Indians, according to your advertise, 
ment of the 20th February last, for eight cents per r^ition. 

I have the honor, &c. 

LUTHER BLAKE. 

To the Hon. Secretary of W'ar. 


Washington, I9th March, 1830. 

Sir: In accordance with an advertisement issued from the War Office, 
signed by Thomas L. McKenney, Department of War, Office of Indian 
Affairs, dated February 18, 1830, requiring proposals for supplies to emi- 
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grant Indians west of the Mississippi, Arkansas, and Missouri, I propose 
to furnish such supplies at serenteen cents per ration. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN SHACKFORD, 

oj St. Louis. 

Hon. John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

References.—To the delegation from Missouri and Illinois. 

Washington City, March 19, 1830^ 

Sir: I take the liberty to address you with a proposal to supply the In¬ 
dians, or such as may emigrate to their lands west of the Arkansas and Mis¬ 
souri, with rations, agreeably to the terms specified in an advertisement of 
the 20th ultimo, at nine cents per ration. 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM PRENTISS. 

To the Hon. Secretary op War. 

Washington, March 19, 1830. 

Sir: Agneeably to your notice of the 17ih of February, 1830, for pro¬ 
posals <‘for supplying emigrant Indians with rations west of the Mississippi,’^ 
I shall engage to furnish the necessary provisions required, at tke rate of 
twenty cents per ration. 

Your obedient servant, 

OLIVER NEWBURY. 

Hon. John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

Washington, March 18, 1830. 

Sir: Having seen proposals issued by the War Department for furnishing 
rations for the Indians West of the Mississippi, I propose to furnish them, 
agreeably to the advertisement, for thirteen cents per ration, and will give 
bonds for the performance of the contract. 

Respectfully, yours, &c. 

Hon., Secretary of War. JOHN VAN FOSSEN. 

Washington City, March 19, 1830. 

Sir: I will furnish the rations to the Indians who may emigrate west of 
Arkansas and Missouri, as per yobr advertisement of the 20th February, 
(at 9 cents and 9 mills) nine cents and nine mills per ration, and I refer you 
to General Gibson, Commissary General, for my ability to fulfil the contract. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant. 

To Thomas L. McKenney, Esq. D. BUTLER, jr. 

Georgetown, March 20, 1830. 

I propose to furnish the rations under the terms of your advertisement in 
the United States Telegraph, under date of the 18th February, 1830,forthe 
Choctaw, Creek, and Cherokee nation, at nine and a half cents per ration. 

J. K. SMITH. 

To the Hon. John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

Refer to firm of J. M. McKenney & Co., Georgetown. 
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Washington, 20th March, 1830. 

Sir: I will furnish the rations, agreeably to the*terms of your advertise¬ 
ment in the United Slates Telegraph, under date of 18th February, 1830, 
for the Indian emigrants of the Cherokee, Creek, and Choctaw tribes, (at 
121 cents) twelve and a half cents. 

Very respectfully, I have the honor to be, 

Your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM COX. 

To the Hon. John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

Washington, March 20, 1830. 

Dear Sir: On reflecting upon the proposals I had the honor to submit 
to you this morning, for the supplying rations to emigrant Indians west of 
the Missouri and Arkansas, I have concluded that should there be any bid 
under that already made by me, that I will take the contract at fifteen cents 
per ration. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JNO. SHACKFORD. 

Hon, John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

Washington City, *^pril 16, 1830. 

Sir: Should the contract not be closed for the supplies to the Indians, (as^ 
advertised in the Telegraph of last month,) I will furnish them at twelve 
cents the ration, for the faithful perlormance of which I will give any secu¬ 
rity required. 

Your most humble and obedient servant, 

JESSE MORRISON. 

Hon. JohnH. Eaton. 


Washington City, Jipril 24, 1830. 

Sir; I am the attorney of Luther Blake, with full powers to act for him 
in all matters relative to his bid for suppl 3 dng the emigrating Indians with 
rations. The object of this note is to request to be informed whether the 
^contract will be given out by the department, and to see the several bids 
for the same. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

JESSE BROWN- 

Hon. John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

' Monday, May 28, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Muhlen¬ 
berg, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Bates. 

Col. Thomas L. McKenney, having been summoned as a witness, ap¬ 
peared, and was sworn. 

Question 1, by chairman. Were you an officer of the Government in the 
War Department in the year 1830? If so, w’hat office did you hold? 

Answer. I was an officer in the War Dej^artment in 1830, and had charge*^ 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 

Question 2, Were, or were not, the transactions between the Govern¬ 
ment of the United States and the Indians carried on through the medium 
of your office? 
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Answer. Not entirely. 

Question 3. Did you prepare, and cause to be published, an advertisement 
for proposals for supplying emigrant Indians vvith rations west of the Mis¬ 
sissippi, in February, 1830, or about that time? 

Answer. I did, by direction of the Secretary of War. 

Question 4. Had you any conversation with General Samuel Houston, or 
Major Eaton, the then Secretary of War, on the subject of these proposals, 
and the advertisement? If yea, state with which of them, and the order 
in which they occurred, and what passed on the subject 

Answer. Conversations were had with me on the subject of supplying 
rations to the Indians, by both General Houston and Major Eaton, the then 
Secretary of War. 

General Houston came into the office of Indian Affairs—I do not recollect 
the day, but some six or eight days, perhaps, previous to the date of the 
proposals. 

He commenced a conversation by making reference to the intention of 
the Executive to supply rations to the emigrant Indians by contract. 

He drew his chair near my desk, and said: “It is my intention to make 
an attempt to engage in this business; I wish you to aid me; you can do. 
much in accomplishing my intentions. Every body knows your acquaint¬ 
ance with this business, and you can have the matter attended to, pretty 
much as you please.” 

“If I succeed, as I am sure I can by your aid, you shall lose nothing 
by it.” 

I replied: “General Houston, I regret the mode of approaching this sub¬ 
ject, and the terms you have employed in presenting it. Waiving further 
remark in regard to these, I have to say that I have no power whatever 
over the subject.” 

“My place is subordinate; I can do no more than execute such orders as 
the Secretary of War may direct me to execute.” 

He repeated, in general terms, that he had no particular object in the re¬ 
marks to which I had taken exception; that he, nevertheless, held the opi¬ 
nion, if I chose, I could be essentially useful to him. That conversation 
ended by his asking me to come and see him at his lodgings. The next day, 
I think, he called again at my otjBce, and asked me if 1 had seen the Secre¬ 
tary of War. I answered, I had. He asked me if the Secretary had said 
any thing to me on the subject of issuing proposals for supplying rations to 
emigrating Indians. I answered, he had not. He expressed surprise, and 
added: “it is d-d queer.” 

He called again the next day, perhaps the same day, when about the same 
conversation, in substance, took place as the last, with the following addition. 

He said he was satisfied the Secretary of War had forgotten it, for that 
he had promised to see me, and give orders for preparing proposals for,ra¬ 
tions; and had promised him they should be published in the Telegraph of 
that morning. 

I repeated that the Secretary had said nothing to me on the subject. He 
then asked if I could not see the Secretary. 1 replied, “ my place is sub¬ 
ordinate,” as I had before told him; “that I could not with propriety move 
on the Secretary of War, but must wait his movements upon me.” 

He said, in a general way, that it was exceedingly embarrassing to him, 
as he wished to get off, and this was delaying him beyond his convenience. 

2 
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That it was the more vexatious, as he had prepared proposals, and handed 
them to the vSecretary of War, and these he promised me to hand to you. 

There was no reason, therefore, that he could see, for any delay. 

The next day, or the day after, he called again. My impression is, that 
his visits were sometimes two or three times a day, and made similar ! \qui- 
ries; and urged with vehemence that I should see the Secretary of Wai-. 

I still declined, assigning the same reasons as before. He then said, 
■<‘McKenney, you have sustained Major Duval (the then Indian agent for 
the Cherokees in Arkansas) too long. You have issued to the delegation 
(meaning a delegation of Cherokee Indians,) that was here before the last, 
without proper or justifiable reason, fifteen hundred dollars; and, shaking his 
finger at me, added, “I know certain things, of which, however, I have 
said nothing.” 

I replied, my support of Major Duval is a matter of record. That he 
(Houston) to know that I had the same power, without the knowledge 

and “approval” of the Secretary of War, to issue that sum to the Chero¬ 
kees, or to any person, that my doorkeeper had, and no more. That, as to 
his insinuations of knowing certain things, of which, however, he had said 
nothing, he was at liberty, and I urged him to move upon me in any manner, 
or under any forms that he might see fit to adopt. 

He left me. On reflection, I considered it due to myself to address to 
him a temperate, but firm letter. (Handing a letter to the committee, wit¬ 
ness continued.) This is the original draft of that letter. 

Department op War, 

Office Indian Jiff airs, February 18, 1830. 

Dear Sir: I feel it to be due to myself, to say what follows in reference 
to your remarks made to me this morning, in person, when you were urg¬ 
ing a limitation to the time at which proposals for rations for Indians should 
be limited, which, in substance, were, that I had sustained Major Duval too 
long; that I had issued to the delegation which was here before the last, 
without pro])er or justifiable reason, fifteen hundred dollars; and that you 
knew certain things, of which, however, you had said nothing. Now, Ge¬ 
neral, as 1 have never, either in Major DuvaPs case, or in the case of any 
other person, whether agent or not, acted any part, either as an officer of the 
Government or a man, which I would not be perfectly willing to lay bare to 
the inspection of the closest inquirer, or fur which I would desire for one 
moment the slightest reserve or concealment, 1 hereby relax any feelings 
of delicacy towards me which you appeared to indicate, and assure you, with 
the utmost frankness, of my perfect readiness to have any part of my con¬ 
duct, as an officer or a man, examined into, and acted upon. You are at 
perfect liberty, as I said before to you, to move upon me in regard to any 
matters which you may suppose to involve my title to the respect and con¬ 
fidence of the Executive, or the world. 

As respects your charges against Major Hamlramack, and’your opinion 
that I did the service injustice by not sending them to the Auditor, I have 
to reirork that the action of the office I hold is limited. I know, I think, 
the dirties it imposes, how far those go, and where they stop. I think, on 
Recond thought, and with the same acquaintance with my duties that I have, 
you would, at least, relieve me from censure in this particular. 

1 am, &c. 

THO. L. McKENNEY. 


To General Houston- 
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Colonel McKenney proceeded: 

I ought to have said, before handing the letter to the committee, that 
General Houston, in urging upon me to see the Secretary of War, made a 
point, as one of importance to him, (Houston,) when I should speak to 
the Secretary of War, or he to me, that I would bear in mind that it was of 
the highest importance to him (Houston) that the time limiting the period 
within which bids were to he made, under the proposals, should be thirty 
days. He wen! on to state his reasons: these were, in substance, that his 
circumstances would not allow him to remain longer in Washington; that he 
was poor, and the expense was too great; and that he wished to return to 
Arkansas with all possible despatch; and that he could not remain in Wash¬ 
ington, without great inconve’.ience, longer than thirty days. I told him 
it was a subject over which I had no control or influence; that it was an af¬ 
fair wholly with the Secretary of War; but that I could not well see how 
the time could be limited to thirty days, as it was my opinion the supplies 
would come principally from Arkansas; and that if the proposals were limit¬ 
ed to thirty days, the people of Arkansas would not have time to answer 
them. To the letter written by me to Houston, already handed to the com¬ 
mittee, I received no written answer. 

On the day of the date of the proposals, and about 3 o’clock, and when 
about retiring from the room of the Secretary of War, after finishing off the 
business of the day with him, he, the Secretary, asked me if I had seen 
Houston. 1 told him I had, and added, “ my interviews with him have not 
been of the most agreeable sort.” Taking from his pocket, without, as 1 be¬ 
lieve, making any reply to my remarks, a paper, he said, have forgot¬ 
ten for some days to hand you this paper. It is a paper containing propos- 
sals for rations for Indians, written by Houston, and handed to me by him; 
take it, and examine it, and if it is correct have it copied, and sign it, and 
let it appear in the Telegraph of the morning.” I opened the paper, when 
he remarked, it is late now, take it home with you and examine it.” 

I said, it is incorrect, and imperfect, and in a few words I can explain in 
what particulars. I pointed these out- I think these proposals enumerated 
the Cherokees as a tribe with whom a treafy had been made, and for whom 
rations would be required; and they omitted to designate depots at which to 
deliver the supplies. If these are not specified, I remarked, those who may 
incline to bid will not be able to say at what price the ration can be supplied. 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Tuesday Mokning, May 29, 1S32. 

Committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Bates, Mr. 
Muhlenberg, Mr. Hubbard. 

Testimony of Colonel McKinney continued. 

The Secretary said, well, take the paper home with you, and prepa ’^ 
bring a form with you in the morning. I did so, accompanyinp"-'?^^ form 
with the one he had handed me the day before. On reading-‘*7 ^orm, he 
remarked, you have not filled the blank designating the receiving 

bids. I answered, it is my object to call your attention 
I remarked, you would like to reconsider this part ^ ® proposals. My 

opinion is, those supplies can be furnished in Ark? c eaper terms, 

and with greater readiness, than on this side of 
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If the time be limited to thirty days, those who may wish to offer from 
Arkansas, must, for want of time, be excluded; besides, about as soon after 
reading the advertisement as our friend Colonel Sevier can reach the depart¬ 
ment, you will have a visit from him, and, perhaps, a long talk on the sub¬ 
ject of the rights and interests of “his people.” The Secretary answered, 
I do not think it is of much importance, for it is my opinion the supplies 
will come chiefly from Ohio aun Kentucky: thirty days will be long enough 
for the proposals to circulate through that district of country. 

It that is your view, I replied, there certainly cat, be no difficulty. 

He then said, let thirty days be the time. It was done accordingly. 
Holding the form I had prepared in his hand, he went on to remark, I will 
have it altered in one or Iwo particulars. I think the parts that were altered 
or added to are those I now designate on this copy from the department; and 
T believe the —" . .1 . ... . , . 


- -ginal c- 

no doubt on file in the Indian Department. If the committee think it neces- 
sary, these will determine w'hether the changes were made in his hand¬ 
writing or mtne. The alterations, as I believe, embraced the following 
words: “ The right to be reserved to the Secretary of War to enlarge or 
alter the quantity of rations to be issued, and the right of continuing 
the contract to any period of lime he may think proper, and to determine 
it at pleasure when any oj the conditions shall be broken. The points 
of delivery not to exceed three in the country of either of the tribes, to 
be designated by the Secretary of War.” 

I wish the committee to understand, that what memory I have of this 
transaction points out to me the part. I have designated. There may be 
other points, in addition; or portions of these parts may be as they were 
originally written. The original, however, will, as I have said, explain. 

It has just occurred to me, and as the fourth question proposed by the 
committee requires me to state the conversation that passed, that when the 
Secretary determined that thirty days should be the term specified in the 
proposals, he added, “Houston is waiting; and he believed few men were 
so well qualified as he was for the discharge of such a trust.” 

In recurring to my remarks on the unpleasantness of my interviews with 
Houston, I sard, I have not remarked upon the extension of time over thirty 
days, as that which rs to limit the period in which bids are to be received, 
from any feelings of personal hostility to General Houston; so far from it, I 
sincerely sympatnise with the man. 

No further conversation passed between the Secretary of War and myself 
on this subject, until after the expiration of the time limited by the proposals 
for the receiving of bids. I'he day after the expiration of that time, several 
gentlemen called at my office, (but two of these were known to me; these 
Judge Blake,) and inquired what decision had been 
on the bids. I answered, I did not know. They expressed great 
surpns»^t an officer who had issued proposals should know nothing 5)out 

& ^ T by* 

had nodoubt but, on application to the Secretary of War’. 
an/ \ will sav information they sought. That 1 did not know then, 

. ^ o ^ committee, up to this hour, never havina: seen the 

mSd^ by whom sufau 

^ returning the next day, said they had sought 
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information, and could not get it, adding, the Secretary was too much en¬ 
gaged to see them. 

Being in the Secretary’s office soOn after, on business, I concluded to 
mention to him that those inquiries had been made. He answered me, by 
saying, I have received no offers except Houston’s, in the name,” I think 
he said, “ of Ben. Hawkins.” I feel some difficulty—my memory does not 
assure me fully, but I think he said, in the name of Ben. Hawkins. I ex¬ 
pressed surprise, and said, this is throwing responsibility too heavily on me. 
At this point, the Secretary interrupted me, and said, if men will not be 
prompt, and hand in their proposals in time, they have no one to blame but 
themselves. I continued my intended ‘remarks, by saying, I had received 
several packages which had been handed to me in my office, having written 
upon them “ proposals for rations,” and that I had, on the afternoon of the 
day before the time expired, placed them, with my own hands, in the hands 
of Doctor Randolph, his chief clerk, saying, these are proposals or bids for 
supplying rations to Indians; the time expires to morrow, or is on the eve 
of expiring; you will be careful to place them before the Secretary of War, 
within it. I added, I think it due to myself to say, therefore, that if these 
proposals have not been placed before you, it is not owing to any fault of 
mine. I think this embraces, with as much precision as I can recollect, all 
that passed between the Secretary of War and myself on the subject, except 
at some period thereafter, how long, I do not remember, he mentioned to me 
incidentally that the President, I think he said, had determined to change 
the mode of supplying rations, and refer the business to the proper officer? 
of the army. 

Colonel McKenney remai’ked, that he had given only a brief answer to 
the second inquiry, and asked permission of the committee to explain. He 
proceeded: At the organization of the Indian bureau, it was contemplated 
that all transactions between the United States and the Indians should be car¬ 
ried on through it. This was the case for several years after its organization. 
The bureau was the repository of all matters touching our Indian relations; 
and all the business was duly acted upon, and recorded iri it. It so conti¬ 
nued until the latter part of Mr. Barbour’s administration of the Department 
ofW'ar; when, without his knowledge, as I believe, and certainly without 
mine, until the confusion which arose out of it made it known to me, a cir¬ 
cular was issued by the Second Comptroller, as I believe, directing the 
superintendents and Indian agents to make their returns direct to either the 
Second Comptroller or Second Auditor. The effect of this order was to 
divert from the Indian bureau, and from all knowledge of the officer having 
charge of it, that very business which, by his commission, .he was required 
to act upon, and took from the Indian bureau, at once, both its action and 
its responsibility. The records of the office will show the efforts that wdfre 
made to restore to the bureau its proper action, and re-establish the respon¬ 
sibility of the officer having charge of it. The evil, however, was never 
cured, but grew worse and worse until I left it. 

I make this explanation of my answer to the second question of the com¬ 
mittee, which was in these words, ^^not entirely. 

Question by Mr. Bates. How long were you in charge of the Indian bu¬ 
reau, and when did you leave it? 

Answer. I was in charge of the Indian bureau something more than six 
years. My commission was dated March 11, 1824, and my dismission 
from office the 16th of August, 1830. 
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Question by the chairman. How many Indians was it supposed would 
emigrate west of the Mississippi at the time the proposals for rations were 
published? 

Answer. About sixty thousand. 

Committee adjourned to meet to morrow at 9 o’clock. 

Wednesday, May 30, 1832. 

Committee met pursuant to adjournment. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. 
Eates, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Hubbard. 

Colonel McKenney’s testimony continued. 

Question by the chairman. Was it contemplated to supply the Indians 
with rations from the lime they should leave their residence east of the 
Mississippi, until their arrival at their lands west of the Mississippi, and for 
one year after? 

Answer. These are the usual stipulations, and it was my understanding 
that they were intended to apply to this case. 

Question by the chairman. Did you hear Major Eaton or Mr. Houston 
«ay that Houston was concerned in the bid made by General Van Fossen? 

Answer. I have no recollection of having heard any thing from Major 
Eaton, connecting General Houston with any contract or bid, except what 
I stated in my testimony yesterday, which was, in substance, that there had 
been no bids received by him except Houston’s, which, i think, he said was 
in the name of Ben. Hawkins. I do not recollect to have heard General 
Houston say that he was so connected with General Van Fossen, or with 
any other person; but from a general impression made upon my mind by all 
the occurrences of that period, 1 had no doubt he was connected in some 
way with this business. 

Question by the chairman. You have stated that General Houston gave 
no written answer to the letter you addressed to him. Did he have any 
conversation with you on the subject of the letter? and if yea, state what 
that conversation was. 

Answer. General Houston had conversation with me on the subject of 
that letter some two or three days, I think, after it was written. It was, in 
substance, that he had received it, and, in a pleasant mood, added, ‘‘You 
know that what I said on the occasion to which you refer is not worth en¬ 
tering into as a subject of dispute between us; therefore let it drop, and 
come down and see me. I shall be happy to see you at my room. I am 
having my likeness taken in Indian costume, and I want you to tell me how 
you like it. 

•Question by the chairman. Did Mr. Sevier, the delegate from Arkansas, 
have any conversation with you on the subject of these proposals? If yea, 
state all that passed upon that subject between you. 

Answer. He had, on several occasions. His first conversation was, I 
think, on the morning of the day on which the proposals were published. 
He came at an early hour to my office. He appeared a good deal excited; 
and asked me what I meant by issuing proposals such as he had read that 
morning in the Telegraph. Before I made any reply, he said, “ McKen- 
ney, I do not come here to quarrel with you about it; I know well that 
you act by authority. But I am not going to submit to have my people ex¬ 
cluded from participating in the benefits of such a contract as these proposals 
call for. I will go to the bottom of it. They seem to have been made pur- 
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posely to exclude my people.” Then turning, left the office, apparently 
much excited. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Was Major Eaton or Mr. Houston present at 
the time the conversation above alluded to took place? 

Answer. Neither of them. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Did you subsequently have any conversation 
with the Secretary of War or General Houston, upon the subject of your 
interview with Mr, Sevier? or did Colonel Sevier, with your knowledge, 
call upon the Secretary of War? 

Answer. I had no conversation with Houston, or he with me, touching 
that inter^ iew with the Secretary of War and Colonel Sevier, I had with 
the Secretary of War. I merely remarked that Colonel Sevier had been 
with nte, and taken strong exceptions to the terms of proposals, espe¬ 
cially as to the time limited. I believe he made no reply. Colonel Sevier 
called soon after, and said to me, “ he had written Eaton a letter, in which 
he has my views in full.” I have no further recollection on that subject, 
I believe, except that Colonel Sevier called frequently between the time 
when the proposals were published and the expiration of the time, and 
with pretty much the same state of feelings. 

Question by Mr Bates. Did you ever know what became of the propo¬ 
sals you placed in the hands of Dr. Randolph? 

Answer. I never saw them afterwards, nor do I know what became of 
them, or what disposition was made of them. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Have you ever said to any one that Major 
Eaton had attempted to give a fraudulent contract to Governor Houston, or 
to any other person or persons concerned with Governor Houston, for the 
supply of Indian rations? 

Answer. I have np recollection of ever having expressed myself in such 
terms. I have been often spoken to by numerous persons, and in various 
places, since the subject has been made one of general notoriety; but I do 
not believe I have ever expressed myself in any such terms The parts of 
this subject which have appeared to me to bear with greater weight than those 
which enter into my official or personal knowledge of it, are those with 
which I have become acquainted from information given to me by others; 
Judge Blake, for example, and from the newspapers. I confess, putting the 
whole together, I have thought inferences grew out of it which go far to 
implicate the parties, and I have said this much, and that the aspect of the 
case was an ugly one. But these expressions, as I believe, and produced 
under such circumstances, convey the most that I have expressed on the 
subject; nor do I know that I ever sought to give even that to anybody. 
It may be proper to stale, that what has thus fallen from me was based more on 
Judge Blake’s statement, made to me in person at the time, and, as I have 
seen in the newspapers, sworn to afterwards, and other statements in the 
newspapers, than any knowledge of the facts which these appeared designed 
to establish, that were known to me personally. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Have you any knowledge of the facts report¬ 
ed in the newspapers, to which you have alluded in your answer to the pre¬ 
ceding question? 

Answer. I know nothing further than I have attempted to give in that 
answer. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. At the time proposals were issued for the 
supplies of Indian rations, were you not ignorant of the prices at which 
Indian rations could be furnished for? 
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Answer. I cannot now recall, and from memory, any certain data on 
which I based my opinions I then had as to these prices, but I am certain 
I possessed the data; I mean data on which to found estimates. 

It was one of the objects of the proposals to bring that information more 
definitely to the department. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. In the interval between the publication of 
the proposals, and the expiration of the thirty days for the bids to l?e made, 
have you any facts to show that the Secretary of War intended to give the 
contract'tQ Houston? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Have you any knowledge that the bids which 
you say you handed over to Dr. Randolph, ever reached the Secretary of 
War? ' 

Answer. I have not. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Did you, after the conversation with Houston, 
soliciting your aid to obtain for himself the contra«t, communicate fully the 
particulars to the Secretary of War? 

Answer. I am not sure; but believe I did. It was the want of a distinct 
recollection on this point that caused me to limit my remarks, in my testi¬ 
mony yesterday, to the slight reference to the subject. I believe I stated, 
that I remarked to the Secretary of War that my interviews with General 
Houston had not been of the most agreeable sort. 

Question by Mr Wayne. Had you ever any communication or any 
conversation with the President of the United States in relation to the 
issuing of the proposals for the supply of Indian rations, or to the bids 
made under them? 

Answer. Never. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. If you had been called on at the time the pro¬ 
posals were issued for bids, would you, or had you the ability to give an 
opinion within ten cents of the cost for which rations could have been fur¬ 
nished? 

Answer. I have no doubt I could, and within a much less sum. I know 
there were various opinions held and expressed on this subject at the time; 
and I made various calculations of the cost, some on my own researches 
and opinions, and others on the suggestions of others. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Did you communicate to the Secretary of 
War, at that time, your opinion of what the cost of rations would be, and 
the facts upon which such an opinion had been formed? 

Answer. I am not certain that I ever did, or that he ever inquired of 
me. I have some recollections of having submitted some reports and cal¬ 
culations of the probable cost of removing the Indians, in which the cost of 
the ration would be of course included. I know the subject was one that 
had my attention. It was a subject much talked of, and much and various¬ 
ly written about, especially about the time the bill appropriating five hun¬ 
dred thousand dollars for the removal of the Indians was pending. If I am 
right in these impressions, the records of the office will show. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Have you any recollection as to what conclu¬ 
sion you came to as to the cost of the ration? 

Answer. I have not. I do not feel free, at present, to say; but the re¬ 
cords will show. 

Question by Judge Wayne. Had you not had the agency for making 
preceding contracts for rations for Indians emigrating west of the Missis- 
sippi? 
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Answer. I believe this was tlie first attempt made to supply emigrating 
Indians under theibrm.of a contract. Hitherto the supplies were furujs;;cd 
by the agents having charge of the emigrating parties. They perfo; lued 
this service without any agency of mine, further than to carry, by direction 
of the Secretary of War, the orders for them to do so. 

An act of Congre.ss, the date of which I forget, refers to the agents the 
duty of purchasing supplies of every sort, for the Indians within their re¬ 
spective agencies. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Under this mode of supply, what had been 
the cost of a ration to tne emigrating Indians? 

Answer. The cost varied materially, it depended in what section of 
the country the supplies were purchased. The accounts for these objects 
being referable, by act of Congress, to the accounting officers of the Trea¬ 
sury, I am not able, from memory, to answ'er the question. The informa¬ 
tion, however, the committee can oLtain of ihe Second Auditor. 

Committee adjourned, to meet to-morrow, at 9 o^cIock A. M. 

Thursday, May 31, 1832. 

Committee met pursuant to adjournment, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Bates, Mr. Wayne, Muhlenberg, Mr. 
Hubbard, Mr. Kerr. 

Colonel McKenney^s examination continued. 

Question by Mr. Bates. You say, in your answer to a preceding inter¬ 
rogatory, that you have no knowledge of any fact to show that Ma,)or 
Eaton intended to give the contract to General Houston. Do you mean to 
be understood as saying you knew of no other facts than those you had be¬ 
fore stated in your testimony? or do you mean to be understood as giving 
your opinion upon the effect of that testimony? Will you explain? 

Answer. My meaning in the answer giveh to the interrogatory referred 
to, was, that I had no personal knowledge of any other facts. What a man 
sees or hears, he may be said to know personally. What others tell him 
becomes knowledge to him also; but it is derivative. Derivative knowledge 
may be as correct as personal knowledge, although circumstances may exist 
to entitle it to a less confident belief. Every man will judge of these cir¬ 
cumstances for himself. But, if derived knowledge is justly conveyed, 
it is as good as personal knowledge for all t^)ie purposes to which we apply 
knowledge. For example, if I were told by a person that he saw a man 
strike another a-blow in the rotunda of this Capitol, that would be to me 
knowledge of the fact, though I should not have been at the time within a 
thousand miles of Washington. It would be as much relied upon by me, if 
told, for example, by any member of this committee, as if I had seen the 
blow struck. Were I asked, however, as in the previous interrogatory, if 
I had any knowledge of such a blow being struck, and, in the sense in 
which I understood that question to be pul, I should answer, I had not. 
In this spnse 1 intended my reply to the question referred to to be under¬ 
stood. I did not mean to be understood assaying that I did not know deri¬ 
vatively of any other facts than those stated by me, in my answers pre¬ 
viously given, because Judge Blake had told me in my office (though un¬ 
sought by me in any way) as facts, others^ connected with the subject of 
this inquiry; and because I had read other statements in the newspapers, 
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touching this subject, on the authority of respectable names. These state-^ 
ments formed the grounds of my remarks, which I stated yesterday I had 
made, that the case wore an ugly aspect, more than any facts known to me 
personally. In a word, I meant to say that I never saw General Houston 
and the Secretary of War, Mr. Eaton, engaged together, or separately, in 
the act of bargaining to this effect; nor did I ever hear from either of them 
that it was the intention of the Secretary of War to give the contract to 
Houston; nor did I ev^er see it under the sign manual of either. 

Question by the chairman. Was it the intention of the department, in 
issuing the proposals to make a contract for the supply of rations, or was it 
the only object, in publishing the proposals, to ascertain the price at which 
they might be obtained? 

Answer. My understanding of the object of issuing these proposals, 
was, to procure supplies; and, as connected with this leading object, of 
course, to ascertain the lowest price at which they could be procured. 

Question by Mr Bates. Did you make no inquiry of Doctor Randolph 
what became of the bids you placed in his hands? 

Answer I have no recollection that I did. I considered my duty {)er- 
forrned in handing them to him; and, in the particular manner in which 1 
did it, and in my statement to the Secretary of War that I had done so, I 
certainly left the Secretary of War under the impression that he would in¬ 
quire into it. It had ceased to be any business of mine. Doctor Randolph 
never intimated to me. even, that he had not received the bids of me; nor 
did I ever hear that he had denied it. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Did General Houston ever call on you to know 
the decision of the Secretary of War on his bid?* 

Answer. IN ever. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Did the late Secretary of War assign any 
reasons to you why it had been determined to supply the emigrating In¬ 
dians with rations through the officers of the army, rather than to supply 
them according to the advertisement published by his order in the Tele¬ 
graph, in 1830? If he did, state what these reasons were. 

Answer I have no recollection that the Secretary of War ever said any' 
thing to me upon the subject, except w^hat I have,stated, viz. that the 
Presidt nt had determined to change the mode, and supply the rations 
through the officers of the army. 

Judge Herring being sworn as a witness. 

Question by the Chairman, What office do you now hold? 

Answer. Chief Cierk of the Indian Department, and the same oilice 
formerly held by Colonel McKenney. 

Qsesiion by the chairman. Have, you with vou the original proposals 
for supplying emigrating Indians with rations, signed, by order of the Secre¬ 
tary oi W ar, Thomas L. McKenney,^’ and issued from the Department of 
War, Office India. Affairs, February IS, 1830. 

Answer. Tiie pap rs now presented, marked A and B, were taken from 
the tiles of the offi- e, and, having compared them with the records, have no 
doubt of theii' bung the papers referred to. 

Question by the chairman to Col. McKenneyr. Look at the paper marked 
B, (it being one of the papers presented by by Mr. Herring.) In w’hose 
hand writs;.g is the following wmrds contained in said paper? 

“ The rignt to be reserved to the Secretary of War to enlarge or 
(liter the quantity of the ration to be issued, and the right of continuing 
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the eontract to any period of time he may think proper^ and to determine 
it at pleasure when any of the conditions shall be broken. 

Answer. The handwriting of Mr. Eaton, the late Secretary of War. 
The remainder is mine. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. You have stated, as a part,of a conversation 
tha:; you had with Colonel Sevier, that he, Colonel Sevier, told you that he 
had written a letter to the late Secretary of War, in which he had fully 
communicated his views in relation to the proposals that he had published 
for supplying the emigrating Indians with rations, &c. l^ave you, at any 
time, ever seen that letter.? If so, state when, where, and under what cir¬ 
cumstances. 

Answer. I never saw it. 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Friday, June 1, 1832. 

The committee met at 9 o’clock A. M. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. 
Bates, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Kerr; and adv 
journed to meet to-morrow, at 9 o''clock A. M. 

Saturday, June 2, 1832. 

Committee met pursuant to adjournment. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. 
Bates, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Hubbard. ^ 

Colonel McKenney’s testimony continued. 

Question by chairman.^ Do you know any thing material to the inquiry 
before the committee, and not stated by you before, in answer to any of the 
foregoing interrogatories? If so, state the same. 

Answer. I have no personal knowledge, 1 believe, of any thing not in¬ 
cluded in my answers to the foregoing interrogatories. 

Committee adjourned to meet again on Monday next, at 9 o’clock A. M, 

Monday, June 4, 1832. 

The committee met pursuant lo adjournment. Present: Mr. Stanbery, 
Mr. Drayton, Mr. Muhlenberg, xVir. Hubbard, Mr. Kerr. 

Colonel McKenney’s testimony continued, in answer to the question by 
the chairman on Saturday, June 2. 

Colonel McKenney proceeded. I am now prepared, after an examina¬ 
tion, by permission of the Secretary of War, of my calculations, and re¬ 
ports, &c. to which I made reference in my examination of Thursday last, 
to slate what opinion I had arrived at, as to what the cost of the radon ought 
to have been; and, in addition, what would be the entire cost of removing 
the Indians from the east to the west of the Mississippi. 

.1 find from the figuring, which yet remains in the office, that I estimated 
the cost of the ration at ten cents, hut assumed, that, if a change were made 
in the mode of supplying rations from the local agencies to a system of con¬ 
tracts, one-third of this cost might be deducted, leaving six and two thirds 
cents as the cost of the ration. I derived my opinion, 1 find, from a tho¬ 
rough examination and average of previous expenditures, chiefly from ac¬ 
counts of agents on expenditures actually^ made, and returned to the office 
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of the Second Auditor. I did not feel free lo rely on my memory in mat¬ 
ters of calculations and estimates of this sort; and, therefore, gave the an¬ 
swers I did on Thursday. 

I submit an extract of a report made by me to the Secretary of War on 
the 6th of April, 1830 This extract embodies the result of my estimates 
of the cost of removing the Indians, including the estimated Cost of a ration 
at ten cents. This item ie not put down in the report, but 1 find it in the 
figuring used in reaching the main results, 

Extract of a report from Colonel McKenney, Chief Clerk of the Indian 
Bureau, to the Secretary of fVar, Major Eaton, dated 

April 6, 1830. 

“The average expense, per head, of removing the Creek Indians' who 
have emigrated, has been thirty-three dollars; but it is believed, under the 
system of contracts which 1 had the honor to recommend m my annual re¬ 
port of the 17th November last, the cost may be considerably reduced. 
The cost of supporting the Indians for a year after their arrival, has been, 
in application to the Creeks, at the rate of six cents per day, each. • 

“The incidental expense wliich lias attended the removal of the Creeks, i» 
embraced in the'foregoing, from which it appears the entire cost attending 
the removal of each Creek, and supporting him, has been fifieen cents per 
day, or fifty-five dollars per year. But subsequent experience in taking 
over the lasr party has shown that^even under the present system, it need 
not amount to more than about hall the cost of the first movements, and it 
may, as i have stated, be still reduced by a system of contracts. The value 
of improverneuts abandoned by the Indians is not included; nor is it sup¬ 
posed ii w^as intended it should be, since what is paid for these will be reim¬ 
bursed, it is fair to presume, in the additional value which these improve¬ 
ments will give the soil. 

“If fifty-five dollars be assumed as the cost attending the removal of each 
Indian, and supporting him for a year after his removal; and if there are, as 
is presumed to be the case, eighty thousand Indians east of the Mississippi, 
the entire cost will be, for removing them, and supporting them for a year, 
$4,400,000, If from this be deducted the difference between the actual 
cost of the first and the last party, (the first conducted by Colonel Brearley, 
the last by Colonel Crowell,) it would cost two millions eight hundred and 
cigtity thousand dollars; and if one-third be deducied from this, under a 
sysit-m of concracts, which 1 think would be a fair reduction, it would be 
two millions two hundred and ninety-four thousand dollars. 

*^11 IS proper lo remark that this estimate is based on the removal of eighty 
thousand Indians. This number has been assumed because the inquiry con¬ 
tained in the resolution of the House of Representatives^ embraces 
the Indians on the east of the Mississippi.^^ if, however, it were confined 
to tne Indians which it is presumed may have been intended to be embrac¬ 
ed, viz. the four so. them tribes, Chickasaws, Choctaws, Creeks, and Che- 
rokeees;the Seminoles in Florida, and the fragments of bands in Ohio, and 
Indiana, &c. these numbering about sixty thousand, it would be proper to 
deduct oue-fourth, which would leave one million seven hundred and twen¬ 
ty thtvusaua dollars. This sum would be a charge upon the Treasury for so 
much expended in removing Indians to, and supporting them for a year in 
the country heretofore described; hut if the inquiries embraced the question 
of reimbursing it, there would be no difficulty in showing that the lands 
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abandoned by those Indians would, when sold, reimburse not only this sum, 
^but furnish a fund besides for their improvement in the west for many 
years. As, however, this information is'not called for, I forbear to enter 
upon a calculation of the number of acres of land that are now claimed by 
those eighty thousand Indians, and to show the probable value of the same.^’ 

Question by Mr. Muhlenberg. You have said, in your opinion, a ration 
might be delivered for six and two thirds cents. Was this opinion given to' 
the Secretary of W'^ar? or the estimates upon which it was founded submit¬ 
ted for his inspection? If so, at what time? 

Answer. . I have not the slightest recollection that I ever gave any opi¬ 
nion to the Secretary, or that he ever sought it of me, prior to making this 
report of the 6th of April, 1830. 1 am convinced, since, on examination 

of the records on Saturday last, now in the office of Indian Atfairs, that I 
was prepared to give this opinion, and the data on which it was founded, 
as it is embodied in the extract from that report just submitted. The 
report, it may be proper to state, was made on a resolution of ^he House of 
■Representatives, calling, 1 think, on the Secretary of \^ar, for the informa¬ 
tion which it contains. All such resolutions were uniformly sent to me to 
report upon. It was under a call of this my opinions were embodied 
and submitted. I have no recollection that they were ever asked in any 
other way. I have been in the Secretary’s room, and joined in conversation 
with him and Major Lewis on the probable cost of removing the Indians, 
and relating to this report; but never, I believe, touching these proposals’ 
or any thing connected with them, except what I have stated. 

Question by Mr, Kerr. In the paper handed to you by the late Secre> 
tary of War, containing propo.sals for rations for Indians, written by Samu^l^ 
Houston, and handed by him to the Secretary of War, as you have said the 
Secretary stated to you, was the limitation of time for receiving proposals 
inserted? and, if so, what was the limitation? 

Answer. It is my belief that it was, and that it was worded in this par¬ 
ticular pretty much as that is which was published: “ Proposals &c. &c. will 
be received until the 20th of March, 1830,” &c. 

Question by Mr. Kerr. Did you know the handwriting in which that 
paper was written? If so, in whose handwriting was it? 

Answer. I know General Houston’s handwriting, and believe it was in 
his. 

Question by Mr. Kerr. What went with that paper, and where was it 
last seen by you? 

Answer. I took ittVith me the next morning, at the time I submitted the 
form prepared by myself, into the Secretary’s room. 1 have no recollection 
of having ever seen it afterwards. My impression is, I left it on the Secre¬ 
tary’s table. 

Committee adjourned, to meet again to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

June 5, 1832. 

Committee met in pursuance to adjournment. Present: Mr. Stanbery, 
Mr. Wayne, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr, Hubbard. 

General George Gibson appeared as a witness, and was sworn, and de¬ 
livered in writing the following statement: 

“ On the 5th of February, 1830, the following order was received from 
the Secretary of War: 
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‘Sir: Our treaties require that the Indians going west shall be supported 
twelve months by the Government. 

‘Query 1st. Can your department furnish these supplies, and distribute 
them? and at what probable cost of the ratiooy all expenses of buying and 
distributing being considered? 

^ ‘2d. Would it be preferable to contract with some persons to do- this? 

and, if so, what price of the ration and delivery might be considered fair? 
There will be abou<^ three points of delivery; a little west of Cantonment 
Gibson the first, and the other two fifty or one hundred miles further. 

‘ Respectfully, 

‘J, H. EATON. 

‘Gen. Gibson, Subsistence Department ' 

Immediately upon its being placed before me, I waited upon the Secre¬ 
tary of War for further information upon the subject, particularly as regard¬ 
ed the number of Indians to be removed, which he mentioned would be 
about thirty thousand. I then sent one of the gentlemen in the Subsistence 
Office to ascertain what had been the cost of the ration in the new country; 
and, upon receiving the information required, the Secretary was furnished 
with the following reply; 

“ Office of the Commissarv General of Subsistence, 

tl 

tja Washington^ Sth February^ 1830. 

“Sir: In reply to your queries of the 5th instant. I have the honor to 
*^^tate, that, as regards the 1st, it would not be practicable for this department 
^o furnish supplies to Indians going west, after their arrival ai the place of 
®^heir ultimate destination, in as much as it would take officers of the army 
P^rom their permanent posts, and, if not entirely place them under the super- 
^intendence of, and subject them ,to the orders of the Indian agents, it would 
^bring them into such contact as might be productive of very unpleasant re¬ 
sults. Touching the 2d query, the most preferable mode of furnishing the 
Indians with supplies would be by contract, which, when it is considered 
that it would be but temporary, that the erection of buildings at three dif¬ 
ferent points for storing the provisions would be requisite; also the employ¬ 
ment of a number of men to herd the cattle, and to guard them from theft, 
and the propriety of the contractor, calculating other contingencies, must 
necessarily make the price of the ratisn very high, and far beyond what it 
could be supplied for, provided it was delivered in bulk at one given point, 
and there was a certainty of the supply being more permanent than is for 
the present anticipated. In fact, all circumstances considered, it is my opi- 
aion that it could not be furnished for less than eighteen or twenty cents.’’ 

Very respectfully. 

Your most obedient servant, 

GEO- GIBSON, C. G. S. 

Hon. Jno. H. Eaton, 

Secretary of War. 

But as Major Hook, also attached to the commissariat, differed with me 
in opinion as to the cost of the Indian ration, I took an early opportunity to 
consult persons acquainted with the resources of the Arkansas country as to 
the quantity of beef and corn to be procured in the Territory; and, from the 
information received, I was convinced that it would not be necessary to 
hansport provisions from the neighboring States, and that, censequently. 
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the price given to the Secretary was much too high, of which I informed 
liim, and, I think, requested permission to make another estimate; to which 
he replied that it was not necessary, as he would advertise for proposals to 
supp!}’ the removing Indians with rations. The Secretary frequently spoke 
to me upon the subject of these supplies, and asked ipy opinion as to the 
proper mode r f guarding the Indians against imposition in the event of a 
eoniract being made. 

Some time after this, J left the city on leave of absence, and on my re¬ 
turn was informed by Major Hook that he had been called upon by the 
Secretary of War for another estimate, and that the President had deter¬ 
mined to have these rations supplied through the Commissary’s Department, 
which plan was subsequently adopted, and is now in progression. 

Question by the chairman. At what time was the plan adopted of having 
the rations supplied through the Commissary Department? 

Answer. Officially, in May, 1830. 

Question by chairman. You state that you sent one of the gentlemen of 
the Subsistence Office to ascertain what had been the cost of the Indian ra¬ 
tions: to whom did you send that gentleman? 

Answer. 1 sent him to the clerk in the Second Auditor’s office, who 
settles Indian accounts of that kind. 

Question by chairman. Did you receive a communication, in writing, 
from the clerk so named? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question by the chairman. What was the information you received? 

Answer. That the rations had cost twenty cents or about that. 

Question by the chairman. Do you know whether Samuel Houston was 
rn Washington on or before the 5th of February, 1830? 

Answer. I believe he was. 

Question by the chairman. Had you any conversation with him on the 
subject of Indian rations? 

Answer. General Houston called upon me, and had some conversation on 
the subject of army rations. 

The copy of the proposals for supplying emigrant Indians with rations 
west of the Mississippi, being handed to the witness, the chairman put the 
following 

Question. Whether the said proposals were in the usual form of adver¬ 
tising for supplies for the army? 

Answer. As near as can he, except this difference, that we advertise for 
supplies in bulk, and that the following words are not inserted: The right 

to be reserved to the Secretary of War to enlarge or alter the quantity 
of the ration to be issued, and the right of continuing the contract to 
any period of time he may think proper, and determine it at pleasure, 
when any of its conditions shall be broken.” But we have the right to 
reduce the quantity one-third. 

Committee adjourned to meet again to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Wednesday, June 6, 1832. 

Committee met pursuant to adjournment, at 9 o’clock A. M. Present; 
Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Wayne, Mr, Kerr, Mr. Drayton, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. 
Bates, Mr. Muhlenberg. 

General D. Green appeared as a witness., and was sworn. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Do you know any thing in relation to a con- 
■tract said to have been attempted to have been made between Samuel Hous- 



24 


[ Rep. No. 502. 'I 

ton and the late Secretary of War, to supply the emigrating Indians with 
rations? If you do, state tliat knowledge. 

Answer. About the time that the advertisement was published in the 
Telegraph for proposals, which advertisement has been referred to in the 
tebtimony of Mr. McKenney, I was at the President’s, and saw Major Eaton, 
then the Secretary ol War, and General Houston sitting together in earnest 
conversation; one of wliom (I believe the Secretary) beckoned me to them, 
and asked at w’hat time an advertisement intended for publication on the 
next day shoind be sent to the office. 1 replied, at any time before ten 
o’clock. lie said, i will send you one to-morrow. General Houston said, 
“ No, J will call and take it.” The advertisement w'as inserted; and some 
time tbeieafter, 1 believe on the 18th of March, 1 was in conversation with 
Major Eaion: he told me that be was about to close an important contract 
for supplying the emigrant Indians wdth rations;, that he had ascertained 
that Uie raUon had heretofore cost about twenty-two cents; that General 
Houston nad gone on to New'York, and, having obtained a wealthy partner, 
(or security,) would take the contract at eighteen cents. He estimated that 
the rations, at that rale, wmuld amount to twelve thousand dollar's per day, 
and seemed desirous to impress on my mind a belief that the difference be¬ 
tween twenty-iwo cents and eighteen cents per ration would be so much 
saved to the Government on the issue to that extent. He spoke of the 
number ot Indians whom he expected to emigrate, which, as well as 1 Vecol- 
lect, lie estimated from sixty to eighty thousand. 

I toiii him that I was satisfied that, instead of a saving, there would be a 
groat loss to the Government. I told him that I knew that beef could be 
purchased in Missouri and Illinois, on foot, at from one dollar to one dollar 
and fifty cents per hundred pounds, and that, without further inquiry, I 
should suppose that the ration ought not to cost more than six cents. He 
maniJested considerable impatience, and seemed unwilling to listen to me. 
I believe that 1 then urged him to advertise again, and thus give to the 
western people an opportunity to bid, assuring him that the result would be 
a great saving on the contract. 1 left him under a firm conviction tliat he 
had determitied to give the contract to Houston, and that his object in 
speaking to me was to induce me to make a favorable mention of the con¬ 
tract m the United btates Telegraph. Upon reaching home, 1 consulted with 
a triend irt-m Missouri, then at my house, and expressed my wish that some 
one could be induced to put in a lower bid. He suggested that Mr. John 
Shackford, then a respectable merchant at St. and now the door¬ 

keeper of the Senate, then in the city, would be a proper person to do so; 
and 1 immediateiy sent lor Mr. Shackford. 1 explained to him my suspi¬ 
cions; toid him what had transjiired between Major Eaton and myself, and 
urged him to put in a lower bid, saying to him that my object in sending 
for liim was, first, to induce some one to bid the contract down as near as 
possible to a fair price, so as to save the money of the Government, and, 
next, to prevent the effect which 1 plainly foresaw such a contract as that 
contemplated with Houston would have on the character and popularity of 
the administration; and that, knowing that he was not a partisan of the ad¬ 
ministration, I relied upon his honor not to use the facts then disciosed, to 
the prejudice of the administration, if we could prevent the contemplated 
contract. He told me that he had invested a large amount of his property 
in the Louisyiile and Portland canal, and, that the slock being unproductive 
and belmv par, he was not in funds, and that his disappointment made him. 
fearful to enter into any enterprise attended with uncertainty. We exam¬ 
ined the proposals, and he cominented upon the power which the Secretary 
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would have over the contract, and the danger of embarking in it against h’ > 
wishes, and seemed unwilling to put in a,bid at what I considered a f 
price. He agreed, however, to think of it until the next day, and did ;.:f 
on the next morning. Finding that he would not conseni to put in a hi ' at 
such a price as I believed the Government ought to accept, I resol veil t o^ce 
the President, and, if possible, to prevail on him to extend the time of re¬ 
ceiving proposals. 

When I entered the President’s room, I found hin in conversation with 
Governor Branch. (It is my impression, although the Governor, the oiiier 
day, told me that he thinks he entered the room after I did.) I apologized 
for calling, by referring immediately to the contract; said that I was cond- 
dent that it could be furnished for much less than I understood the depart¬ 
ment was about to give. The President said that they had ascertained that 
the ration had cost twenty two cents; that General Houston had gone on to 
New York, and had brought with him (or obtained) a wealthy partner, (or 
security,) and that the contract would be given to him at eighteen cents. I 
then referred to the price of beef, corn, &c., in the west, and said that I was 
confident the rations could be furnished at six cents. He replied, quickly, 
“will yoti take it at ten?’^ I said, no sir He then said, “ will you take it 
at twelve cents; if you will, you shall have it at that?” I told him that I 
was not a bidder for the contract; that, although I was satisfied that I could 
realize an immense sum upon such a contract, I was influenced to call upon 
him by a desire to serve him and the administration, and not by a wish to 
speculate; and left him. Upon reaching home, I wrote to Major Eaton a 
letter, which I gave to my youngest brother, then living with me, to copy 
in my confidential letter book, with instructions to carry it to Major Eaton; 
which he told me that he did. The letter will be found in the Telegraph 
of as taken from the copy in my brother’s handwriting, 

with a few corrections of what are manifestly errors of the copyist. I will 
hereafter hand the copy of the letter to the committee. 

Committee adjourned, to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Thursday^ June 7 , 1832 . 

The committee met pursuant to adjournment. Present: Mr, Stanbery, 
Mr. Kerr, Mr. Bales, M, Hubbard, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Drayton, Mr. Muh- 
lenberg. 

General Duff Green^ as a witness. 

Question by the chairman. Had you any conversation with the Hon. Mr. 
Bell, or with any other persons, on the subject of the attempt of Major Ea¬ 
ton to give the contract to Mr. Houston, about the time you had the con¬ 
versation with the President and Major Eaton? 

Answer. 1 can only say, that, on my way to the President’s, I met Mr. 
Bell near Strother^s, and had a conversation with him upon the subject. I 
have had conversations with other persons, which, however, I do not so 
distinctly recollect, because the circumstances of those conversations to which 
I have first referred were calculated more to impress them upon my memory. 

Question by the chairman. Do you know the cause which prevented Ge¬ 
neral Houston, or the persons associated with him. from obtaining the con¬ 
tract? ' ^ 


4 
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Answer. I have an opinion, but I cannot say that I know the cause. 

Question by Mr. Kerr. Have you any facts upon which that opinion is 
founded.^ 

Answer. That opinion is founded, partly upon the facts I have stated, and 
partly from information derived from others. 

Question by x\lr. Kerr. Had you, at that time, (on or about the 18fh 
March, 1830,) any conversation with General Houston on the subject of the 
contract? If any, what was it? 

Answer. About that time, I think before the publication of the advertise¬ 
ment, I met General Houston on the pavement, near Biown’s hotel. He 
requested me to call at his room, as he had something of great importance 
to communicate. But I did not call to see him, and had no conversation 
with him beyond this, that 1 recollect of 

Committee adjourned, to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

The committee met on Friday morning, of June 8th, 1832, at nine o’clock 
A. M., pursuant to adjournment Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Drayton, 
Kerr, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Hubbard. 

Governor John Branch appeared, and having been duly sworn, as a wit¬ 
ness, the chairman put the following quesfion to him: 

Question. Were you present in March, 1830, when Gen Duff Green 
had a conversation with the President of the United States on the siibjtct 
of a contract for supplying emigrating Indians with rations? If yea, state 
what passed between them. 

Committee then adjourned to meet on Monday next. 

Monday, .June 11, 1832. 

The committee met pursuant to adjournment. Present: Mr. Stanbery, 
Mr. Drayton, Mr Kerr, JMr. Wayne, .Mr. Bates, Mr. Muhlenberg. 

Governor Branch appeared, and gave the following answer to the question 
put to him by the chairman on Saturday: 

Answer. I was present, (between the 15th and 20th of March, 1830,) 
and beard part of a conversation which passed between Gen. Green and the 
President of the TJnited States, in relation to a contract for supplying emi¬ 
grating Indians with rations. Gen. Green appeared to have been making 
objections to the conclusion of a contract with Gov. Houston for the same. 
My attention was arrested by his remark to the President, that money could 
be made at ten cents the ration; on which the President said, you shall have 
the contract at that price. To w’hich Gen. Green replied, that it was not 
his object, in calling, to make a contract himself, but to prevent the comple¬ 
tion of one which he believed would materially afiect the character of the 
administration. The President hastily and emphatically asked him if he 
would take it at tweive cents; Gen. Green said, no, sir, repeating with 
much earnestness of manner what he had before observed, adding, that he 
was actuated by higher considerations than those of pecuniary gain. Gen. 
Jackson appeared to speak unreservedly on the subject, as if he was con¬ 
scious of the propriety of the course he was taking. 

Gen. John Van Fossen having been sworn by the chairman, the follow¬ 
ing questions were put to him: 
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Question by the chairman. Did you, in 1830, offer proposals for supply¬ 
ing rations to emigrating Indians? 

Answer. I did. 

Question by the chairman. Were you in partnership, or in any way con¬ 
nected with Saipuel Houston, in proposals for supplying rations for emi¬ 
grating Indians? 

Answer. My bid, within the notice, was exclusively on my own ac¬ 
count Subsequeniiy to that time, I made a proposal,! think about the 12th 
of April, 1830, in which I stated to the department that I was authorized 
to bind Samuel Houston and Uobert L. Rose with myself for the fulfilment 
of the proposals, provided we could obtain the contract at twelve cents. 

Question by the chairman. Did you bring with you any letters written 
by Samuel Houston, relative to proposals for supplying rations for emigrat¬ 
ing Indians, or relating to the subject of a contract, or a proposed oontract, 
for supplyiiig emigrating Indians with rations? or have you in your power 
or possession any papers rtdative to said proposed contract? 

Answer. I have in my possession letters Iron*. Samuel Houston, and 
copies of the proposals which I made to the department. The letters re¬ 
late, more or less, to the proposals; (here the witness produced certain pa¬ 
pers. marked Nos. 1,2, 3, and 4, of which copies follow below;) the letters 
alluded to he had some delicacy in submitting to the committee, and had 
made up his mind not to'do it, because they contained matters not relating 
to the contract aforesaid. 

Thereupon, Gen.^ Van Fossen was assured by the committee that the 
parts of said letters'which did not relate to the subject-matter of inquiry, 
would be C(;nfidential with them, and not be communicated to the public. 

Gen, Van Fossen then said it would remove the objection, injiart^ to 
submit them to a .sub-committee. 

Mr. iVluhlenberg then moved, which was seconded by Mr. Wayne, that 
a sub-committee be appointed to examine certain letters written by Sanjuel 
Houston to John Van Fossen, and to report such parts of said letters as may 
relate to the subject of the contract in question, for the supplying rations to 
emigrating indiaOvS, which was carried. Mes.srs. Stanbery, Wayne, Dray¬ 
ton, Hubbard, and Muhlenberg voting in the affirmative; Messrs. Bates and 
Kerr in the negative. 

Moved by Mr. Hubbard, that Messrs. Wayne and Kerr constitute that 
committee 

Here follow copies of the papers referred to, marked Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, 
No. 1. 


“ Washington, March IS, 1830. 

Sir: Having seen proposals issued by the War Department for furnish-^ 
ing rations to the Indians west of the Mississippi, I propose to furnish themj 
agreeably to the advertisement, at thirteen cents per ration, and will give, 
bonds for the performance of the contract.” 

No. 2. 

“ Washington, Jlpril 12, 1830, 

Sir: I am authorized to include Gen, Samuel Houston and Mr. R. L, 
Rose in a contract with myself, for supplying rations to the emigrant Indians 
at twelve cents the ration. 
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“I am further authorized to bind Mr. Rose with myself iii a like contract, 
at eleven ('.nts the ration. If the department should think proper to accept 
either of the above proposals, I am ready to close the contract, and give the 
security required on reasonable notice of such acceptance. 

“In case you do not accept either of the above proposals, I will take the 
contract alone, at ten cents the ration. 

“ Very respectfully, yours, &c. 

“JOHN VAN FOSSEN. 

“ Hon John H. Eaton, Secretary of War. 

P. S. You will not regard Hawkins’s bid as withdrawn by me, but,, 
with the department, to be disposed of or acted on as they may think 
proper.” 

No. 3. 


“ Sir: As the bill for removing the Indians has passed the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives, It is 10 be presumed that it will become a law, and that a con¬ 
tract for supplyiiig them will, of course, be concluded. To meet the 
views of the Government, in whatever form it may be thought best to pro- 
C' " the supplies required, I would submit, in addition to my former pro- 
pi tfn: following: I will furnish the ration agreeajaly to the notice of the 
iMi. i , Pruary last, at six and a quarter cents, unless I can show satisfacto- 
rih ■ . M.e Government that the actual cost exceeds that sum, (the business 
bi done in an economical and prudent manner,) in which case the 
tii /'^ernment shall pay the actual expense, together with a fair compensation 
for doing the business; conditioned, also, that such compensation shall not, 
in aiiv event, exceed the sum of ten cents the ration. For the performane© 
of which, I will give the security required. 

“ JOHN VAN FOSSEN.” 


No. 4. 


“ Gen. Van Fossen. 

“ Take the contract at eleven cents, and as much over that sum'as you eaia 
gel, in my name, and I will find all the necessary securities, and execute to 
you such a contract as you may see fit to draw between us. 


Aprils, 1830.” 


“R. S. ROSE- 


Question by the chairman. What are your reasons for not producing the 
letters written you by General Houston.? 

Answer. Because they contain things not connected with the contract for 
supplying rations to Indians, and matters of a private nature, which I do not 
feel at liberty to disclose. 

Question by chairman. To whom did you hand the proposal in which 
Mr. Houston and Mr. Rose were concerned? 

Answer. My impression is that I gave it to a servant at my boarding 
house, and sent him with it to the Secretary of War. I am not, however, 
positive on the subject. 

Question by the chairman. In the postscript in your letter to the Secre¬ 
tary of War, dated April 12, 1830, you say: “ You will not regard Haw¬ 
kins a bid as withdrawn by me, but, with the department, to be disposed of 
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or acted on as they may think proper.” Who was Hawkins? and what con¬ 
trol had you on his bid? and what bid had he made? 

Answer. Hawkins was a half-breed Indian. He addressed a letter to 
Oeneral Houston, when about leaving the city, authorizing him to assign 
to me his bid. 1 do not know what the bid was. My impression was, at 
that time, that it was nine cents, and I acted upon that presumption: but I 
I am satisfied now that it was thirteen cents. 

Question by chairman. Have you in your possession or power the letter 
from Hawkins to Houston, mentioned by you in your answer to the pre¬ 
ceding interrogatory? 

Answer. I have not the letter in my possession, but believe I can obtain 
it. I received the letter from General Houston. 

Question by the chairman, iiad you the letter from Hawkins to Houston, 
when you arrived in this city, and where is it now? 

Answer. I had; and have given it to Mr. Hou.ston, at his reque.st. 

Question by Mr. Bates. When did you give that letter to Houston? 

Answer I think it was on Thursday morning last, since I have been 
summoned to attend before the committee. 1 brought it with me from New 
York, in consequence of the summons served upon me. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Did you at the same lime give to him any other 
papers relating to this subject? If any, what papers? 

Answer. The letters which I had received from him. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Why did you give him the letters? 

Answer. Because I did not consider myself at liberty to submit thenr 
without his consent, they being private letters. 

Question by Mr. Bates. On submitting them, did he object to your lay*- 
ing them before the committee? 

Answer. He did. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Has he those letters now? 

Answer. He has. 

Question by Mr. Bates. From whom did ymu learn that the bid of Haw¬ 
kins was nine cents? 

Answer. I cannot tell from whom. I had a conversation with Hawkins, 
and I think the impression must have been derived from him that it was 
nine cents. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Was that bid made by Hawkins, or by Houston 
in his name? 

Answer. I understand it to be entirely Hawkins’s bid. 

Question by Mr. Bates. From whom did you understand it? 

Answer. 1 never learnt any thing to the contrary, bui that it was what 
it purported to be. 

Question by Mr. Bates. That bid was assigned to you by Houston. Did 
you not know the amount of it? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Had you no information from Houston as ta 
the amount of that bid? 

Answer. I think 1 could not have had. 

Question by Mr. Bate.s. On what terms was that bid assigned to you by 
Houston, and for what purpose? 

Answer. Ther^ was no stipulation on the subject whatever, but for the 
purpose of authorizing me to make the eonticacl, if Itliought proper so to do. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Was or was itm General Hou' ton to be con- 
c^ned with you, if a contract had been obuuned upon that bid? 
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Answer. The subject of this contract was first brought to my notice by 
Houston. He stated to me that it was of magnitude, and, if obtained on 
fair terms, and properly conducted, a good deal of money might be made 
by it. He urged me to go into the contract, or ofier proposals. We had 
repeated conversations about his being concerned should the contract be 
obtained, but nothing definite was ever agreed on between us. My expecta¬ 
tion and intention was, in case 1 got the contract, that he should, in some 
way or other, be interested with me. 

Question by Mr. Bates, Was there no understanding between you and 
Mr. Houston upon what terms he was to be concerned with you, or what 
interest he was to have in it? 

Answer. There was nothing definite ever agreed between us. In the 
proposal of the 12th April, 1830, made by me, we, withR. L. Rose, were 
to be equally interested. 

Question by Mr. Bates. My inquiry is not whether there was any thing 
definite agreed between you, but whether there was any understanding as 
to the extent of interest he (Houston) was to take, or whether none at all? 

Answer. There was an understanding between Houston and myself, but 
no bargain of any kind, with the exception of the proposals made on the 
12th of April, 1830. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Where was your interview with Houston at the 
time he first proposed to you to take this contract? 

Answer. At his room in this city. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Did you come to this city at his request, or at 
the request of any other person? 

Answer. I did not, and did not then know Houston. I came here the 
6th of January, 1830, and remained here till after the close of the session. 
Houston left the city on or about the first of April, 1830, for the west, and 
did not return afterwards, to my knowledge, in 1830. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Do you know how General Houston came to 
apply to you? 

Answer. We became acquainted, and were intimate in consequence of 
it: conversations led lo this subject. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Did he assign no reason for his application to you? 

Answer. None at all. 1 regarded it as an act of good will on his part en¬ 
tirely. 

Question by chairman. Is the paper marked No. 3, which y'ou have 
produced to the committee, a copy ol a letter which you addressed to the 
Secretary of War? At what time was the said letter written? and to whom 
was it delivered? 

Answer. It is a copy of a paper addressed and forwarded to the Secretary 
of War; by whom sent, I do not know. It was written the next day after 
the passage of the Indian bill, and sent immediately. I intended to shape 
it to accommodate the views which 1 understood they entertained in relation 
to the manner of letting the contract. 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Tuesday morning, June 12, 1832. 

Committee met, in pursuance to adjournment Present: Mr. Stanbery, 
Mr. Bales, Mr. Diaylon, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. .Muhlenberg. 
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General Van Fussen’s testimony continued. 

Question by the chairman. Have you obtained from Mr. Houston the 
letters and papers which you delivered to him? and have you them now in 
your possession? 

Answer. I have delivered to Mr. Wayne, of this committee, a letter 
from Mr. Houston, which, I suppose, contains the letters and papers in 
question. 

Question by the chairman. Had you no other papers in your power or 
possession relative to the attempt to‘obtain a contract for supplying emigrat¬ 
ing Indians with rations, at the time the subpoena was served on you, other 
than the papers you have already given to the committee, and the three let¬ 
ters from Mr Houston, now in the possession of Mr. Wayne? 

Answer. I had a correspondence with Major H. S. Handy, of this city, 
on the subject of the contract of supplying rations to the emigrating Indians. 
Oii leaving the city, I had engaged him to attend to it for me. I had also 
in my possession the letter directed to Houston by Hawkins, directing him 
(HoustonJ to assign his bid to me; on the back of which letter was the ori¬ 
ginal assignment of Houston to me of Hawkins’s bid; (handing to the chair¬ 
man a paper marked No. 5, witness said,) this is a copy of said assignment. 
I had no other papers. 

Question by the chairman. Did you bring with you the letter from Haw¬ 
kins to Houston? and what have you done with it, and the assignment? 

Answer. I brought it with me, and delivered it to Houston since my 
arrival in this city. 

Question by chairman. Have you aj^plied to Mr, Houston for the letter 
of Hawkins to Houston, since the adjournment of the committee yesterday? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question by the chairman. When did you obtain the paper marked No. 
5? and from whom did you have it? 

Answer. I obtained it this morning from General Houston, and it is in 
his handwriting, having asked him for a copy of the assignment of Haw¬ 
kins’s bid. 

Additional answer to the interrogatory by Mr. Bates yesterday. No. I 
gave the letters, on my own mere motion, to Mr. Houston. He requested 
them left with him; and, upon his assurance that they should be preserved, 
and at my disposal, I did so. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Did you make any proposals to the War 
Department, agreeably to the instructions contained in the letter of General 
Houston? 

Answer. I did make a proposal; and the paper submitted yesterday', 
marked No, 2, is a copy of it. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. When did you first communicate to General 
Houston that you had made said proposal? 

Answer. 1 think I did not communicate to him what I had done under 
the authority of the letter written to me from Baltimore, untii I saw him 
since my last arrival in this city. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Had he any information cf that fact, to your 
knowledge, before you communicated it to him, as stated in your answer to 
the preceding question? 

Answer. I do not know that he had. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Had you any conversation with the Presi¬ 
dent of the United States, in relation to the subject of the contract? If yea, 
state what passed. 
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Answer. I had conversation with him. As preliminary to the conver¬ 
sation vvith the President, 1 will s*ate, that, in conversation with ttajor 
Eaton, he informed me that it was desirable, to let the contract at a rate that 
would ensure its fulfilment without a loss to the contractor. For the pur¬ 
pose of obtaining correct information as to what it was worth per ration, he 
directed me to call on Gleneral George Gibson, of the Commissary Depart¬ 
ment. He further stated, that if, in case it should be let at so low a rate 
that it could^ not be fulfilled without loss to the contractor, it would subject 
the Government to inconvenience, and result in an injury to the business of 
the emigration. He then further informed me that no contract would be 
made until the President had been consulted. I called on the President, 
and informed him of the views entertained by Major Eaton; upon which, he 
remarked, that he knew of no other rule by which the Government could be 
governed in giving a contract, than by giving to the lowest bidder, provided 
the required security was offered. He further remarked, that, although they 
might think the offers too low, they could not undertake to judge for com¬ 
petitors for the contract, if they were responsible persons. It was in conse¬ 
quence of this conversation that I put in my last bid or proposal. 

Committee adjourned to meet again to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Wednesday morning, June 13, 1832. 

The committee met at 9 o’clock A. M. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. 
Bates, Mr. Drayton, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Hubbard, Vir. Wayne. 

General Van Fossen appeared, and, being indisposed, was, by the com¬ 
mittee, excused from attendance this day. 

Luther Blake loas culled a witness—was sworn. 

Question 1. By chairman Did you offer a proposal for supplying emi¬ 
grating Indians wiih rations in 1830? 

Answer. I did. I offered to furnish at eight cents, in a letter addressed 
to the Secretary of War through the post office; and i did it in consequence 
of an advertisement which 1 saw in the newspapers, signed by Col McKen- 
ney. 

Question 2. When did you put in your proposals? 

Answer. The day before the expiration of the time named in the ad¬ 
vertisement for receiving proposals 

Question 3. Why did you delay in putting in your proposals to so late 
a day ? 

Answer. Under the impression that the time would be extended. 

Question 4. Had you any conversation on the subject of your bid with 
Samuel Houston? or had you any conversation with him on the subject qf 
supplying emigrating Indians with rations? State all that passed belwees 
you on the subject. 

To the preceding interrogatory Mr. Hubbard made objections, wliich 
follow: The answer to this interrogatory can be used as evidence to im¬ 
peach the testimony of Samuel Houston; although Houston is a competent 
witness, he has not.yet been sworn in the trial; and any conversation which 
passed between this witness and Houston, ought not to be offered as evi¬ 
dence for any such object, until after Houston has been examined as a 
witness. Secondly, the answer to this interrogatory can- be used as evi¬ 
dence to affect other persons; and if intended to bear upv>n those public 
officers who are referred to in the commission to this committee, the ques- 
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tion should not be put, and no answer should be received, unless the con¬ 
versation was had in the presence of one or both of said public officers: that 
under this commission the committee have no legal authority whatever to 
inquire into any matters or conversations which do not go to connect with 
the alleged fraud the late Secretary of War, or the President of the United 
States. That this committee have no power or authority to inquire into 
any conversation which might go to show the motives or conduct of any 
other persons, without showing a connexion between said person and the 
said officers of the Government 

The Chairman stated that one part of the resolution of the House of Re¬ 
presentatives being to inquire “whether said Houston made a fraudulent 
attempt to obtain said contract,^’ he proposed this question in reference to 
that branch of the subject 

Answer to the 4th question. The day, or the day after the bids were 
opened, or ought to have been opened, I met General Houston at the War 
Office. I was then about going to Georgetown; and in coming out of the 
office, he asked me which way I was going? I told him. He said if I 
would take a hack he would go with me. I took a hack. On our way to 
Georgetown, he asked me if I had put a bid in; and asked me if I knew 
the others who had put in bids, (naming them); Mr. Prentiss, Butler, and 
Thomas Crowell. I told him I knew Prentiss and Thomas Crowell; Pren¬ 
tiss had that day told me wffiat he had put in for. He then proposed to me 
to withdraw my own bid, and purchase the others; that himself and myself, 
and his friend, could get it at some higher price, and that a great fortune 
could be made. He did, for some three or four mornings afterwards, ask 
me if I had seen those persons, on each morning. I told him that I had 
jseen Prentiss. The last morning he spoke to me, I told him it was neces¬ 
sary to have some understanding between us before I purchased out the 
others, or withdrew my own bid. His reply was, 0 yes, that can be done. 
Houston and myself had no further conversation on the subject. On the 
25th of March, I was ordered by the Secretary of War to Arkansas, upon 
duty, being then Indian agent. 

Question 5th. Did Mr. Houston know the terms of your bid, and the 
term^ of the bids of the other persons? 

Answer. He asked me what my bid was, and named the amount of 
others: he named Mr. Butler’s, and I think others. 

Question 6th. Had you applied to know, at the War Office, to whom 
the contract was given? and what answer did you receive? 

Answer. I applied to the Indian Department, who referred me to the 
Secretary of War, and I made several attempts to see him, but could not. 

Question 7. Did you apply at the War Office or Indian Department to 
know what the other bids were? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question 8. Have you resided in Arkansas; and are you acquainted with 
the country to which it was proposed to remove the southern Indians? 

Answer. I have resided on the Arkansas river at one time twelve months, 
having been during that time in charge of the Creek Indians. I also ex¬ 
plored the country at another time, from the river Kansas down to the Ar¬ 
kansas and Canadian, in company with the delegations of Creeks, Choctaws, 
and Chickasaw Indians, to show them the country—acting under the direc¬ 
tions of the War Department. 
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Question 9. Arc you acquainted with the business of furnishing emi- 
gratingjlnclians with provisions; and what, in your opinion, would have been, 
or would now be the cost per ration, to supply the Indians according to the 
advertisement under which your proposals were offered? 

Answer. I am acquainted with the business of supplying emigrating In¬ 
dians with provisions, having let contracts, and seen to the issuing of provi¬ 
sions to the Creek Indians who emigrated in 18ii9. The cost of beef was 
$2 88| per cwt.; corn 112 cents the busbel; and salt 75 cents the busl’.el. 
Corn now can be furnished at from 62^ cents to 75, and beef at two dollars 
per hundred pounds—is furnished at that by the contractors, who make a 
handsome profit by it. My calculation was, at the time I put in my bid, 
that I could furnish all the Indians with rations at five and a half cents, and 
not to exceed six cents per ration. 

Question 10. If you had obtained a contract for six and one-fourth cents 
per ration under the advertisement, are you of the opinion that you would 
have made money by it? 

Answer. I do not think that I should have lost any thing by it. 

Question 11. What induced you to offer a bid for the contract? , 

Answer. For fear that it would be let out at too high a price, and I was 
disposed to take it at eight cents myself, tliat having been my bid. 

Question 12. Why did you fear that it would be let at too high a price? 

Answer. The time was not sufficient for those in the western country, 
(Missouri and Arkansas, from which the Indians were mostly subsisted, and 
knew its cost,) to receive the proposals, and put in bids. At the same time, 
I supposed that persons in the vicinity thought it would be as expensive to 
feed the Indians as it u ould be to subsi.<!t the army. 

Question I'st, by Mr. Wayne. Where were you when you received the 
subpoena from this committee? 

Answer. At Fort Mitchell, on the Chattahoochie. 

Question 2d, by Mr. Wayne. Did you ever have a conversation with the 
late Secretary of War, either before or after the expiration of the proposals 
for bids, from which you learned or could infer that it was his intention to 
give to Houston a contract? ' 

Answer. I never had any conversation with him on the subject, nor was 
he ever present at any of the conversations I have had with Houston. 

Question 3. Did you ever have any conversation with the President of 
the United States on the subject? 

Answer. I never did, nor was he ever present at any conversation I ever 
had with Houston. 

Question 4. Did you communicate to the Secretary of War, or to any 
other officer of the Government, the information which you acquired whilst 
in Government’s service, of what would be the cost of rations for the emi¬ 
grating Indians? 

Answer. I informed them of what I had let a contract at for supplying 
the Creeks who had emigrated, with beef and corn, which was in substance 
what I before stated. 

Question 5. Was not the contract of which you speak, for supplying 
those Indians who were already in the territory, and who had emigrated the 
year before? 

Answer. The contract of which I speak was in the same yeaf in which 
the Indians emigrated—the beef contracted for, was three months after the 
arrival of the Indians, and the corn before. 
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Question 6. The supplies of the contract of which you now speak—were 
they not to have been obtained in the immediate neighborhood in which 

the Indians were? , , , 

Answer. The corn was; the beef was to be driven three hundred miles 
on foot from Missouri. 

Question 7. Has not reflection and subsequent information convinced you 
that you could not have taken the Creek Indians from their nation to the 
Arkansas, and furnish them on the way with proper rations, without hav¬ 
ing sustained a loss, if the contract had been given to you at eight cents? 

Answer. No. I think I could furnish them at that price, but 1 did not 
understand from the advertisement that they were to be subsisted east of the 
Mississippi. , _ . 

Question 8. Was the information which you gave the Secretary of War 
in writing or verbally given? 

Answer. In writing, and in my returns. 

Mr. Wayne moved that the Chairman call upon the Secretary of War for 
Luther Blake’s letter, giving information of the cost of supplying beef and 
corn to the Creek Indians who emigrated in 1829. Agreed. 

Adjourned to meet to meet to morrow at nine o’clock, A. M. 

Thursday Morning, June 14, 1832, 9 o’clock A. M. 

Committee met Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. 
Wayne, Mr. Drayton. 

General Van Fossen being called again: 

•Question by the Chairman. Are the two papers now shown to you ori¬ 
ginal letters from Samuel Houston to you? 

Answer. They are. , , * , t> u-u-. 

Question 1, by Mr. Kerr. Are the papers marked A and B, now exhibit¬ 
ed to you, true and exact copies of the two original letters of which you have 
just spoken, with the exceptions certified by Messrs Wayne and Kerr, the 
sub committee? 

Answer. I beliei^ they are, as I have compared them. 

Question 2, by Mr. Kerr. Is the paper marked C a true copy of an ori¬ 
ginal letter from you to General Houston? 

Answer, it is a copy of an original letter sent by me to General Houston, 
which I made and retained at the time of sending it. 'j 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. In your conversation with the President or 
the late Secretary of War, did they, or either of them, at any time, express 
a wish to you that General Houston might secure the contract, or be con¬ 
cerned in it? 

They never did. • -.u 

Question 1, by Chairman. At what time did these conversations with the 
President and Secretary of War take place? 

Answer. I cannot state particularly f they were all, however, subsequent 
to the expiration of the time for bids to be put in under the notice. 

Question 2, by Chairman. Did the President or Major Eaton know that 
you were connected in this business with General Houston? 

Answer. The paper of the 12th of April, 1830, which I have submitted 
to the committee, distinctly states that connexion. I also stated to Major 
Eaton in conversation that I intended, in any event, to interest Generw 
Houston in the contract if I obtained it. It is my belief that I also stated 
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to the President that I intended to interest Houston in the contract If I got 
it, but, of this, I am not now certain. 

Question 1, by Mr. Hubbard. Did you, in any conversation had with 
Major Eaton, prior to April 12, 1830, intimate to him that you intended to 
interest General Houston in the contract? 

Answer. I cannot answer positively, but I think, however, that I did. 

Question 2, by Mr, Hubbard. Was this, intimation made to Major Eaton 
by reason of any authority derived from General Houston? And was it so 
expressed to Major Eaton at that time? 

Answer. It was made in pursuance of the general intention on my part, 
and in consequence of what I understood to be a willingness on the part of 
General Houston; and I supposed the knowledge of that fact would ope¬ 
rate favorably with the Secretary of War toward my obtaining the contract. 

Messrs. Wayne and Kerr, who were appointed a sub-committee to exam¬ 
ine certain letters written by Samuel Houston to John Van Fossen, and to 
report such parts of said letters as may relate to the subject of the contract 
in question for supplying rations to emigrating Indians, made the following 
report: 

That they had examined said letters, and have made true and exact copies 
of all such parts as relate to the subject of this investigation, which were 
presented to the committee, marked A and B; also, a copy of a letter from 
John Van Fossen to Samuel Houston, dated July 4,1830, which is marked C. 

On motion of Mr. Wayne, it was voted by the committee that a copy of 
the letter from General Houston addressed to Messrs. Wayne and Kerr, 
dated June 12, 1832, enclosing the letters marked A, B, and C, should be 
made a matter of record, and appear in the proceedings of this committee. 

Mr. Bates objects to inserting General Houston’s letter in the proceedings 
of the committee, for the following reasons: 

1st. Because it is a communication uncalled for hy the committee or the 
occasion, and is unsustained in some parts of it by any thing the committee 
have done or proposed. 

2d. Because if it is to have any effect upon the case, the facts stated in the 
letter ought, in the usual way, to be verified by oath. • 


Baltimore, 4/A Jlpril, 1830. 

My dear Sir: 1 have just seen Mr. Rose on the subject of the contract 
for Indian rations, and find that he is anxious to engage in the business. 
When I advised you to put in your bid^ I did expect to be equally concern¬ 
ed with you in the business. What number of bids were actually put in I 
do not know: Blake told me that he would withdraw his bid. If these things 
have been done, ascertain if these are not less than twelve or thirteen cents. 
If all others are withdrawn under twelve cents, and you can get the contract 
at twelve, it will be safe business. It may be that you cannot get it at 
thirteen! If so, take it at twelve. I do not know what the conversation 
was between you and Mr. Blake, or that you had any on the subject. To 
Mr. Prentiss, I presume there was nothing said, as Blake told me that he had 
got P. to put in for him; so, if he withdrew one, I suppose both were with¬ 
drawn. 

To act in good faith with all parties, and to get just as much from Go¬ 
vernment as will indemnify us for the use of the capital employed, and the 
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labor bestowed, is what I wish; and further, to do ample justice to the In¬ 
dians in giving to them the full ration, and of good quality, should we get 
the contract, must be regarded as a “ sine qua non^’ with us. 

If Mr. Rose and you can obtain the contract upon the foregoing premises, I 
will be very happy to unite with you jointly, and will furnish the capital neces¬ 
sary for the next six or nine months. So if you get it, it will be necessary 
for one of you to be out before/a//.' The other may take his station about 
Cincinnati, and watch the fall market. All this in the event that emigra¬ 
tion goes on with the Indians. If needful, you are hereby authorized to 
sign my name to the bond, and bind me, equally with yourself and Mr. 
Rose, for the performance of the contract. * 

* * . * * May God ever bless you. Write to me at 

Nashville within one week, or to Cantopment Gibson, A., after that time. 

Ever thine, truly, 

SAM. HOUSTON. 

Gen. Jno. Va» Fossen. 

Endorsed and directed thus; To Gen. Jno. Van Fossen, Washington 
City, C. District. Mr. Rose.” 

We do hereby certify that the aforegoing is a true and exact copy of a let¬ 
ter, with the endorsement and direction thereon, which was delivered to us, 
enclosed in a communication in writing from Samuel Houston, excepting 
certain parts of the said letter omitted in the said copy at the places marked 
with asterisks, which we considered as wholly irrelevant to the subject of 
any contract whatever for supplying rations for emigrating Indians: and w$ 
have marked this copy A. 

JAMES M. WAYNE. 
JOHN LEEDS KERR. 

(B.) 

Wigwam, Neosho Territory, August 22, 1830. 

My dear General: Your favors have just come to hand, and I thank 
you very truly for your good feelings, and shall always reciprocate tlic 
warmest and proudest feelings of affectionate friendship. The matters to 
which you allude (the contract,) are all settled. General Gibson, Commis¬ 
sary General of Purchases, will take upon himself to obtain the supplies by 
contract, and who the bidders will be, God only knows. The best plan will 
be for you to be at Washington, and attend to the matter. The Secretary of 
War and myself may be friendly, bqt I do not think it possible. He does 
not please me in some of his appointments, and I will not fail to attack, 
whenever fit, any man on earth who acts improperly. I am just about to 
make a grand purchase of Salt Springs, and trust in God that I will be in a 
way to “do well.’^ My fortune must not wane, it if I liv'e and 

meet with my deserts (in my humble opinion.) * * * * 

* * * * * * * * CanT you take a look at Ar¬ 

kansas this fall? and see how we come on? I would be rejoiced to see you 
my dear Van! ***** 

* * * You will perhaps |pe in some of the northern papers, 

chapters” signed Tah-loa-tusky,” a^ every fact contained you may re¬ 
ly upon as true! The author you may guess at. They are written in great 
hasten 
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I will thank you to write to me often, and tell me the news. To hear ot 
your happiness and prosperity will always afibrd me great pleasure! * 


How does <‘01d Hickory’’ stand with you, and what is the political news? 
Ever thine. 


HOUSTON. 


General John Van Fossen. 


(The aforegoing letter is directed and endorsed thus;) “Cantonment 
Gibson, 23d August.” “General John Van Fossen, Hemlock Lake, 
New York,’Mail.” 

We, do hereby certify, that the aforegoing is a true and exact copy of a 
letter, with the endorsement thereon, which was delivered *to us, enclosed 
in a communication in writing from Samuel Houston, excepting certain parts 
of the same letter om.itted in said copy at the places marked with asterisks, 
which we considered as wholly irrelevant to the subject of any contract what- 
ever for the supplying rations for the emigrating Indians. And we have 
marked this copy B. 

JAMES M. WAYNE. 
JOHN LEEDS KERR. 


(C.) 


Livonia, Livingston County, New York, July A , 1S30. 

My dear Houston: When I WTOte to you from Philadelphia on my way 
iiome, I intended writing again in the course of a week; but I was taken 
sick on the road, and was barely able to reach port, and have been flat on my 
back almost ever since. My condition is fast improving, and I hope soon to 
enjoy my usual state of health. 

1 am determined to have the contract for supplying the emigrating In¬ 
dians, even if I bid much lower thanjyou proposed. By the time this reach¬ 
es you, the President will probably be amongst the Indians, and will be able 
to detefmine before the contract is made, very near the number that will 
emigrate immediately, and the probable course that will be pursued by the 
Ifeaiance; and in case the location of the several tribes should be fixed on, it 
will be in the powc.' of the Secretary of War to determine, before the con¬ 
tract is made, the exact points at which the rations must be delivered. These 
facts being known, a much closer estimate can be made of the cost; and if the 
contractor is allowed in lieu of the rations to deliver^he Indians cattle on the 
foot, or other articles that they might need, and woiild probably prefer, at a 
fair rate, it would be much to his advantage, and probably beneficial to the 
Indians, as they would be likely to get the articles they needed lower than 
they could purchase of traders. I think there would be no objection to this, 
for, I take it, the oflTer of a year’s ration is made to induce Indians to emi¬ 
grate, rather than to enable them to live, for I conclude they could be at no 
loss to furnish themselves with meat in the country to which they are going, 
and would, therefore, prefer something else in place of that part of the ra¬ 
tions. 

But, of all these matters, you can judge much better than myself. I sub¬ 
mit these views that, in case you piiould write the Secretary of War, you 
may make from them such suggestions as your judgment may direct. 

In my letter from Philadelphia, I requested you to write me as to the cost 
of provisions, &c.; permit me here to renew that request. And if you can 
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learn who are bidders, and the amount of their bids, it will be of impor¬ 
tance to me to know it. It has been whispered about that this job of sup¬ 
plying the Indians was intended for some favorite of the War Department; 
but on what authority I do not know. I believe there is no man in the Uni¬ 
ted States that has a right to expect more from the friendship of the Secre¬ 
tary of War than yourself, though I hardly believe that that friendship 
would induce the old General to forego the interests of the nation to the 
amount of one shilling. All I want or wish, is, that we may get the con¬ 
tract at a fair rate; if it can be got so, with the blessing of God, good calcu¬ 
lations, and a d-d deal of hard toil, a handsome fortune may be made of 

it. Let me know how you found matters at Nashville. The world is yet 
full of speculations on the causes of your withdrawal from what they call ci¬ 
vilized society; and the report of the Sumner county committee is just go¬ 
ing the rounds of our country papers. 

I have not written to Washington since I left there, nor have I heard from 
any of my friends there since my return; but as I am now able to use my 
quill, I intend to rally some of them before I go to bed. Let me hear how 
the world wags with you at Neosho on receipt of this—and may God bless 
you a thousand years. 

Your sincere friend, and humble servant, 

JOHN VAN FOSSEN. 

Copy of a letter from Sam. Holton to Messrs. Wayne and Kerr,.dated 
Washington City, \2thJune, 1832. 

Gentlemen: Having learned on last evening that you were a sub-eom- 
inittee appointed for the purpose of examining private letters which passed 
from n:- to General Van Fossen since the 4th of April, 1830, and using the 
contents of them, so far as they relate to the subject of investigation by the 
general committee, 1 have no hesitation in submitting to your examination 
all the letters written to him since that time; and give you leave to use any 
and all parts of them which have the least relavency to the parties or persons 
connected with the whole matter. 

The letters have all been placed in my possession by General Van Fossen, 
and are fully within my control. They are private personal property, to 
which the committee have no claim, and, however inquisitorial the course 
of proceedings may be, I am determined not to withhold them, although 
my absolute right to do so must be admitted. 

The letter dated 4th of April, 1830, was written at the pressing solicita¬ 
tion of a gentleman who called on me at Baltimore, after my departure from 
this place for the western country. 

With high respect, 

1 am, your most obedient servant, 

SAM. HOUSTON. 

Hon. Mr. Wayne, Hon. Mr. Kerr, 

Members of Congress. 

Mr. Blake^s testimony continued. 

Question 1st, by Mr. Wayne. Did you not put in your bid under the 
proposals for supplying the emigrating Indians with rations, at the instance 
of John and Thon)as Crowell, or one of them? And was not both or either 
of them to be interested with you in it? 
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Answer. No one was cpncerned with me whatever. John Crowell did 
not know that I had put in until after the time was out; nor did I know 
that Thomas Crowell had put in till after the time was out. John Crowell 
informed me after I told him I had put in, that he thought it was too low. 
My reply was, I knew what it would cost, and as such, I had put in, and be¬ 
lieved that at eight cents, I could clear two cents on a ration. 

Question 2d. Did you apply to any other person to be interested with 
you, and who? 

Answer. I did not apply to any one. After I had p\it in, and it was 
known, others applied to me. 

Question 3d. What was the amount per head, including every expense, 
for the transportation of the party of Indians with which you went? 

Answer. The expense of the party was about twenty-one dollars per 
head; but there was an expense of about seven thousand dollars incurred in 
camp before we took charge of them—deducting that sum, it would leave 
the expense per head about fifteen dollars. 

Question 4th. At what season did you start with the Indians, and what 
time did it take to travel with them from the camp where they were to the 
place of their destination? 

Answer. We started in June, from a camp near Fort Gaines, in Georgia. 
The party that travelled the whole distance by land arrived in less than 
three months. The water party, which were longer, arrived also in less 
than three months. The distance from^where we started, by the way we 
went, to the place of destination, was about nine hundred miles, and the 
place of destination was on the Verdigris river. 

Question 1st, by Chairman. Did you tell Mr. Houston that you would 
withdraw your bid? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question 2d. Did you tell Mr. Hpuston that you had got Prentiss to put 
in his bid for you? 

Answer. 1 did not. 

Question 3d. Did you resign your office of Indian agent, and for what 
purpose? And have you a copy of your letter to the Secretary of War re¬ 
signing your office? 

Answer. 1 did resign my office. I have a copy of the letter. I resign¬ 
ed for the purpose of obtaining the contract, understanding that holding that 
office would be an objection. My letter resigning my office was dated May 
17, 1830. (Here the witness handed the committee the letter, which is as 
/ollows;) 

Creek Agency, May 17, 1830. 

Sir: I put in proposals to furnish rations to the Indians according to your 
advertisement, which expired on the 20th of March last; for this and other 
reasons, I think proper to resign my office, which I hope you will permit 
me to do. I, sir, have the pleasure to inform you that this nation is im¬ 
proving fast in agriculture and morality. If my proposals are the lowest I 
am ready to comply, by giving bonds. ’ 

I have the honor to be, 

Your obedient servant, 

XT T T. LUTHER BLAKE, 

1 he Hon. John H. Eaton, Ming Agent, Creek nation. 

Secretary of War. 

N. B. I have notified Colonel Crowell of my intention to resign. 
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Question by Mr. HubbaiyJ. Was you interested in any bid put in by 
Mr. Prentiss? and have you not before stated that the bid put in by Prentiss 
was for your benefit, or on your account, or under your control, or words 
to that efiect? 

Answer. 1 was not interested in Mr. Prentiss’s bid, and have never 
stated that the bid put in by Prentiss was for my benefit, or on my account, 
or under my control, to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. fVilliam Prentiss called., and sworn. 

Question 1. By the chairman. Did you, in 1830, make a bid for sup¬ 
plying emigrating Indians, under the notice from the War Department, sign¬ 
ed by Thomas L. McKenney, and dated February 18, 1830? 

Answer. I did make a bid, offering to take the contract at nine cents per 
ration. 

Question 2. Had you any conversation with the late Secretary of War, 
John H. Eaton, on the subject of a proposed contract for supplying emigrat¬ 
ing Indians with rations, or on the subject of your bid? If yea, state what 
passed between you. 

Anwer. I had a conversation with the late Secretary of War upon that 
subject. My first visit to that department was owing to a reference there, 
by Col. McKenney, whom I called on, in the first instance, to know whethei 
the proposals had been acted upon. The Secretary of War not being in, 
his chief clerk, Dr. Randolph, informed me that I would find the period de¬ 
signated in the public papers, that the Secretary intended acting upon them. 
After which, I addressed a letter to him on the subject, dated March 24, 1830. 

(The witness then submitted to the committee a copy of that letter, which 
is as follows:) 

WASHiJfGTON City, March 24, 1830. 

To the Secretary of War: 

Sik: I called on your chief clerk yesterday for information respecting 
the contract for supplying the emigrating Indians with rations, and was in-, 
formed that I would find in the public prints the period designated that you 
intended acting upon the proposals that you had received. 

I examined the papers of this morning, and find nothing on the subject. 
You will confer a favor by informing me whether you have acted upon the 
proposals you have received, or what course you intend pursuing. 

I should not be thus inquisitive, had I not handed in a proposal, and feel 
some anxiety respecting the result. 

Yours, respectfully, 

WILLIAM PRENTISS. 

On the 25th of March, I received a letter in reply from the chief clerk, 
Dr. Randolph, (a copy of which witness also handed to the committee, 
which is as follows:) 

• Department op War, March 25 , 1830. 

Sir; The Secretary of War directvS me to say, that the proposals for fur¬ 
nishing rations to the emigrating Creeks and Cherokees are not yet acted on, 
and that you will be advised of the result as soon as a decision is made. 

Yours, very respectfully, 

P. G. RANDOLPH, Chief Clerh 

Wm. Prentiss, Esq. 

6 
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A few days after I received the letter of thd^ 25th of March, I was called 
on by Gen. Van Fossen, whom I supposed to be the partner of Gen. Hous¬ 
ton, who told me that the Secretary of War had informed him that he heard 
I was concerned with Luther Blake in my proposals, and added, that the 
Secretary had stated, that, as Mr. Blake was a sub-agent, it would render the 
bid illegal. As no such connexion existed between Mr. Blake and myself, 
and being desirous of removing every objection, I addressed a letter to the 
Secretary of War, dated April 14, 1830, (a copy of which letter the witness 
handed to the committee, and which is as follows:) 

To the honorable Secretary oj War: 

Sir: At an interview with Gen. Van Fossen, this morning, I was in¬ 
formed that you were under the impression that I was concerned with Lu¬ 
ther Blake in the proposals that I put in for furnishing emigrating Indians 
with nnions. I take this occasion to inform you, that, if you have received 
such information, it is incorrect. I am not, nor shall not, either directly or 
indirectly, be interested with him in any way whatever. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM PRENTISS. 

Washington City^ ^dpril 14, 1830. 

On the 15th day of April, 1 received an answer from the Secretary of War, 
(a copy of which letter the witness submitted to the committee, and which 
is as follows:) ' 

War Office. 

Sir: Your note of yesterday is receivpd. I have no recollection of saying 
^o General Van Fossen that you and Mr. Blake were at all concerned or 
connected in your bids. The bids do not show it; and I am quite sure no- 
bo(iy was ever so informed; but, any rate, it would make no difference .to 
the department who should associate themselves together in contracts to be 
made. 

Very respectfully, 

JOHN H. EATON. 

Spril 15, 1830. 

After the receipt of this letter. General Van Fossen repeated what he had 
previously stated, and re-asserted, that, not*vithstanding the denial of the 
Secretary, he had told him what I had mentioned in relation to a connexion 
with Mr. Blake and myself. General Van Fossen then informed me, for 
the first time, that he had the control of another bid, which was in the name 
of Benj. Hawkins, at the same price which I had offered, nine cents. He 
then offered to put Hawkins’s bid against mine, and to buy or sell with me— 
to give or take any amount I might mention, which I declined, and refused 
to enter into a compromise or bargain with him, or to have any thing to do 
with him, in any shape whatever, in the business. I then felt convinced 
that there was something wrong, and that an effort was to be made, or had 
been made, to pass over my bid, for the purpose of giving it to Houston and 
Van Fossen. 

I knew Benj. Hawkins, and he had informed me that his offer was either 
twelve or thirteen cents. Hawkins had some conversation with me on the 
Subject, and stated that it was folly to remain here, as he was aware that 
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there were several bids under his; that the War Department o\fed him mo¬ 
ney; that, it’ he could get it, he would leave immediately. 

I asked him if they would accept his draft. He informed me the Indian 
agent would, Colonel Crowell, for $l§0. Being apprehensive that this man 
might be handled in some way, and desirous to remove all diihculties, I gave 
him the money for the draft, which, after it became due, Colonel Crowell 
paid. 

I knew that he had left the city the latter part of March, and believed that 
he made no such bid as General Van Fossen represented. I heard of the 
bids of Houston and Van Fossen, 

Immediately after the last conversation with General Van Fossen, I Went 
to the War Department; but, previous to calling on the Secretary, I called 
at the Commissary General’s office, to inquire if it was not usual, after bids 
had been received and examined, to permit the bidders to see the several 
proposals that were offered for contracts. I was there informed, that, after 
the expiration of the time of receiving proposals, the substance of them was 
entered in a book kept for the purpose, and that the persons who had made 
proposals were permitted to see it. 

As this wgis the usage of the department, I felt that there Was no impro¬ 
priety in my making the request in the case in which I was interested. I, 
therefore, called at the office of the Secretary of War, and inquired of him 
if he had yet acted on the proposals. He stated that he had not, and ob¬ 
served that it was a very important contract, and of great consequence and 
much responsibility; that the department did not wish any one to lose by a 
contract with the Government; that the supplies for the Indians that had 
emigrated, cost the Government, from Major Lewis’s report, eight cents per 
ration; that, in this case, there would be an immense number, which would 
make it more difficult to be complied with; that, when the whole body arrived 
upon their lands, there would not be a stalk of corn in that country, and that 
beef would be extremely difficult to procure; that he could notact finally on 
the business, without consulting the President. 

I then requested permission to see the bids that had been offered, and ob¬ 
served that I had reason to believe this permission had been extended to 
others, from the overtures that had been made to me. 

He replied that he could not permit me to see them; but that he could in¬ 
form me that my bid was the lowest bid but one. I asked him if that was 
not the bid of a sub-agent, and an illegal bid? He answered that it was, 
and that, after he had consulted with the President, he wmuld let me know 
the course he should adopt. On the 23d of April, 1830, I addressed him a 
letter. (The witness here handed the committee a copy of said letter, which 
is as follows:) 

Washington City, 23, 1830- 

To the Hon. Secretary of War: 

Sir: Some time having elapsed since I had the honor of an interview 
with you respecting the contract for supplying the emigrating Indians with, 
rations, and not having heard any thing from you on the subject, I hope you 
will not consider it trespassing too much on your time, to request that you 
would have the goodness to inform .me the result of youf interview with 
the President. 

When you reflect on the importance of an arrangement that business of so 
much importance requiree to enable an individual to put ia proposala.foTv 
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supplying such an extensive amount of provisions, you may judge of the 
time and anxiety 1 liave appropriated to this business. And, as more than 
thirty days have elapsed since (agreeable to usage) we should have received a 
decision from you.- you may imagine to what extent this unusual delay is 
calculated to weary the patience of an individual who is well assured that 
he is entitled to the contract, by law, equity, and usage. 

I have no right to expect t'avors at your hands, but have the right of all 
freemen to contend for my just due: that is, all I ask, all I wish. 

You will confer a favor by giving me what information you can on this 
business, as early as may suit your convenience. 

Yours, respectfully, 

WILLIAM PRENTISS. 

And, on the same day, I received a reply, (a copy of which the witness 
handed the committee, which is as follows:} 

War Department, 23flf 1830. 

Sir: I have received your letter of to-day, and am at a loss to conceive 
how you have inferred that the contract to be made for supplies to the In¬ 
dians is yours, “ by law, equity, and usage.’’ Your bid does not give it to 
you, for it is not the lowest bid. But if it were the lowest, it would not 
impose an obligation to enter into a contract upon it. Proposals were asked 
for through the public papers, but that circumstance did not take from the de' 
pariinent the right of exercising a proper discretion, and to determine whether 
to tottfraci or not. If a law had existed requiring proposals, and for the 
lowest offered to be received, an obligation would have been imposed in 
favor of the person offering the lowest bid; but this is not the case. It was 
a course adopted apart from any legislative direction; and to act or not is 
matter of discretion, not of obligation. Since the proposals were submitted, 
and recently, circumstances have arisen which impose the necessity of ad¬ 
vertising for new bids, upon cerlain and specified conditions, or else to con¬ 
fide the business to the Commissariat Department: one of these courses will 
be adopted. 

Y'ery respectfully, 

JOHN H. EATON. 

The witness then submitted a copy of a letter dated Nov 1, 1830, which 
was addressed to the Secretary of-War, and is as follows: 

Washington City, November 1, 1830. 

Sir: Since the receipt of your letter of April 23d, I have been anxiously 
waiting to h^ar what course you have adopted respecting the proposals you 
received previous to the 20ih last March, for supplying the emigrating 
Indians, with rations; but, owing to circumstances not within my knowledge, 
I have net heard from you on the subject. I presume your inattention to 
this important business is to be attributed to the arduous duties you have 
been under ’be necessity of attending abroad. 

Having perceived your arrival announced in this morning’s paper, I avail 
myself of iIac earliest opportunity of requesting information on this business. 
You u’ill therefore confer a favor by furnishing me with an answer as earlj^ 
as may suit your convenience. 

Respectfully, yours, &c. 

WILLIAM PRENTISS. 

To the Hon. John H. Eaton, Sec’y of ^War. 
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On the 2cl day of November, I received, in reply, the following: 

Department of War, November 1, 1830. 

Sir: I have just received your letter of this date, asking what determina¬ 
tion I had come to as to supplies to be furnished the emigrating Indians. 
There are no Indians now emigrating. Whether any will, must depend upon 
the ratification, by the Senate, of treaties which will be submitted for their 
consideration at the next session of Congress. Until these shall be acted 
on, no mode will be agreed upon, or considered of, as to their removal and 
support. 

Very respectfully, 

JOHN H. EATON. 

The committee adjourned, to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Friday, June 15, 1833. 

The committee met pursuant to adjournment. Present: Mr. Stanbery, 
Mr. Drayton, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Bates, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Hubbard. 

It was moved, by Mr. Wayne, that the chairman request the Secretary of 
War to furnish an account, in detail, of the expenses incurred in transporting 
the party of Creek Indians to the Arkansas in 1829, which Luther Blake 
accompanied as Government agent, and the expense of maintaining them 
one year after their arrival; and that he also be requested to furnish an ac¬ 
count of the number of Indians composing that party. Agreed. 

Dr. P. G. Bandolph called^ and sworn. 

Question 1, by Mr. Hubbard. Was you chief clerk in the War Office 
in February and March, 1830? 

Answer. I was. 

Question 2. Did you receive from any person any bids for the supply¬ 
ing emigrating Indians with rations, agreeably to an advertisement issued 
from the Indian Department in February, 1830? 

Answer. There was a variety of bids received at the War Department, 
in accordance w’ith the advertisement by the Secretary of War. They w'ere 
placed in my hands, by the Secretary, for safe keeping, as chief clerk of the 
W'ar Department. They came in the usual form of letters addressed to the 
Secretary of War; and transmitted to me by the Secretary, to be placed 
upon the files of the department, and I placed them upon the files of that de¬ 
partment. 

Question 3. Do you recollect of receiving a bid in the name of Ben. 
Hawkins? If you did receive such a bid, what disposition did you make 
of it? 

Answer. I think I did; the name is strongly impressed on my mind. 

Question 4. Was there ^any bid presented after the expiration of the 
thirty days named in the^advertisement? If so, what disposition was made of 
any such bid? 

Answer. I think there were some bids received subsequently to the pe¬ 
riod of the expiration of the time, and were disposed of, in the usual manner, 
by being placed upon the files. 

Question 5. Had you any conversation with the late Secretary , jf 
War, John H. Eaton, in relation to these proposals or bids? If you had, 
state that conversation? 

Answer. I had no conversation with him at all on the subject. 
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Question 6. Do you know why a contract was not made, or entered 
into, on the part of the Government, in pursuance of the advertisement and 
proposals? If you do, state the particular facts which are within your know¬ 
ledge? 

Answer. I do not know the reason. 

Question 7. Do you know of any attempt on the part of Major Eaton 
to give this contract to Samuel Houston, or to any person with whom 
Samuel Houston was supposed to be concerned? If yea, state the particular 
facts within your knowledge. 

Answer. I know nothing of the kind. 

Question 8. Do you know that Samuel Houston made any bid him¬ 
self, or was interested or concerned in any bid which was made by any 
other person? 

Answer. I do not. I saw no bid in his name, and I do not know that 
he was concerned in any bid. 

Question 9. Did you have, about that time, any conversation with the 
President of the United States in relation to this subject? If you did, you 
will stale when that conversation was had, and the purport of it. 

Answer. 1 had no'conversation with the President upon the subject at all. 

Question 1, by chairman. Were all the proposals opened by you, or 
by the Secretary of War? 

Answer. I received them from the Secretary. The seals were broken 
when I received them. 

Question by Mr. Kerr. Were or were not some of the proposals placed 
in your hands by the head of the Indian bureau? 

Answer. Perhaps some of these proposals may have reached my hands 
through Colonel McKenney. 

Question 1, by chairman. Do you know whether the bid of Benjamin 
Hawkins has ever been withdrawn from the files of the department? or of 
any application made for it? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question 2. Do you recollect the names of the individuals who made 
the bids for the contract? and, if yea, state the names you recollect. 

Answer. I remember the names of J. K. Smith, John Shackford, Jesse 
Morrison, Oliver Newbury, John Van Fossen, D. Butler, jr., William 
Cox, Thomas Crowell, B. S. Chambers, William Prentiss, and Luther 
Blake. 

• Question by Mr. Kerr. Do you not now recollect these names in con¬ 
sequence of your mfemory being refreshed by now seeing the copies of their 
proposals? and may not other proposals have been sent in, which are now 
forgotten by you? 

Answer. My memory of course is refreshed upon the subject by seeing 
these papers. I do not recollect any others; but there may have been. 

Committee adjourned, to meet again on Monday, June 18, 1832. 

Monday, June 18, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Drayton, 
Mr. Kerr, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Bates. 

John W. Flowers called us a witness, and was sworn, subpoenaed by Mr. 
Houston. 

Question by chairman. What is now, and what has been, the price of 
beef, corn, and salt, for the last three years, at Cantonment Gibson? 
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Answer. Beef has been furnished at different prices, from two, two and a 
lialf, to three cents. Corn has been furnished at from forty cents to one 
dollar per bu.shel, and salt at two dollars per bushel. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. How long have you resided in Arkansas? and 
what has been the usual method in obtaining and furnishing the supplies lor 
the Indians? 

Answer. The usual mode has been by advertising there, and letting the 
contract for supplies to the lowest bidder. I have resided in the counti^ 
fourteen years. 

Question by the chairman. Are you acquainted with the Creek Indians 
who emigrated in 1829? and did they raise more corn than was sufficient 
for their own consumption in one year after their arrival on their lands west 
of Arkansas? 

Answer. They did raise more than they wanted, and supplied the next 
party coming on. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Do you suppose that an Indian ration, including, 
all the articles .which constitute it, can be furnished for a less sum than eight 
cents? 

Answer. I do not think that it can be furnished for less than eight cents. 

I would sooner furnish them to a commissary, in bulk, at eight cents, than 
I would furnish and issue them at sixteen cents, because there is much dan¬ 
ger of their getting spoiled while on hand. Corn meal and beef are often 
lost in this manner. Corn meal, during the warm season, will spoil in one 
w'eek. 

Question by Mr. W^yne. Did you know any thing of the Creeks who 
emigrated in 1829? 

Answer. I did know something of them; they passed by my residence, 
and I furnished them with rations. 

Question by Mr. Wayne. What was the treatment of the Indians, as to 
quantity and quality of the rations? 

Answer. I was informed by Mr. Blake that he gave them one and one- 
fourth pounds of beef, and one quart of corn. 

Colonel Thomas L, McKenney called again. 

Question by chairman. Had Mr. Houston access Jo the books and papers 
of the office of Indian Affairs in 1830? and, if so, was it by your consent, or 
by the direction of the Secretary of War? ^ 

Answer. I remember that my chief clerk, Mr. Hambleton, came into my 
room in 1830, and, I believe, pending the time when the advertisement for 
rations was progressing to its termination, and said he felt it to be his duty 
to inform me that General Houston had been in his room on several occa¬ 
sions, asked for papers, and had taken them out with him. I asked if he 
had brought the authority of the Secretary of War? He answered, he had 
not. I then directed him not to allow any more papers to be examined by 
any person. 

The next day General Houston came into my room from my clerk’s room, 
a good deal excited, and demanded to know if I had forbidden to him the 
use of such papers as he might want. I told him I had given such orders. 

It is not necessary to notice what passed. I felt it to be my dutj to say to 
the Secretary of War what had passed, and what directions I had given, and 
the reason for these directions. He made no answer, further than to say, 
pointing to the sofa which was in his room, there are some papers, and, I 
think, a letter book: you had better take them. I did so, and took them to 
my clerk, with directions to replace them on the proper files. I understood 
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from my clerk that these were the papers that had been takeij out by Gene¬ 
ral Houston. I have no personal knowledge of this matter further than I 
now state. Mr. Hambleton is dead. 

Question by chairman. Are you acquainted with Luther Blake? How 
long have you been acquainted with him? and what is his character for truth 
and veracity? 

Answer. The first time I saw Luther Blake was in the year 1827, I 
think, at the Creek agency. I had been commissioned to negotiate a treaty 
with the Creek Indians. I needed efficient and trusty men, knoMm to the 
Indians, and having tlieir confidence, to aid me. Luther Blake was named 
to me. I was with him for some days making up my opinion of his quali¬ 
fications. I concluded him to be worthy and well qualified for the object. 
I engaged his services, and put him upon action. I found him faithful and 
elficient. By ins aid, and Colonel Crowell’s, the treaty was made. I left the 
Creek nation very favorably impressed toward Luther Blake. I never saw 
any thing, nor have 1 to this hour seen any thing to change my opinion of 
him, formed on that occasion. He appeared to me to be a man of truth, and, 
in proof of my good opinion of him, and of his influence over the Indians, I 
recommended him as a sub-agent west of the Mississippi. He was appoint¬ 
ed. In his official relations, while there, he appeared to be a faithful officer. 

Question by chairman. Had you any conversation with Luther Blake 
on the subject of his bid in 1830? If so, state what that conversation was. 

Answer. I remember Luther Blake came into my office, and commenced 
a conversation with me respecting this ration business, in which he narrated 
a conversation which had, he told me, passed between him and General 
Houston. It was, in substance, that General Houston had told him, he, 
Houston, had seen the bids; that be knew Blakcr’s bid and all the rest; that 
he, Blake, had offered, 1 think he said, at eight cents, and that Hawkins 
had pu> in for thirteen cents; that he, Blake, could not get the contract; but 
if he would withdraw it, he, Houston, could command the offer of Hawkins, 
and that Blake should make as much or more money by this course than 
he could if he should gel the contract at eight cents. I believe this to be the 
substance of what Blake told me. 

Question by Mr. Bates. Having heard read to you the testimony of Dr. 
Randolph in relation to tlie bids, is there any thing in your former testimo¬ 
ny which you wish to change, or any thing which you wish to add to it? 

Answer. There is nothing in m\ testimony which I desire to change, 
after hearing Dr. Randolph’s testimony read; but, if the committee please, 
I would submit a brief outline as to the practice of the office in regard to 
letters received.- It was, that all letters directed to the Secretary of War, 
having on the envelope no indications or reference of their contents to any of 
the bureaux of the department, were uniformly opened by the Secretary or 
his chief clerk. If, on opening such letters having no external reference on 
them, they were found to contain matter relating to the head of a bureau, 
the practice was to charge such letter to the office of such bureau, and send 
it to him for his action. But if there were any external reference to the In¬ 
dian bureau, for example, on letters received, it was the uniform practice to 
send such letters unopened to the Indian bureau, where, if their contents re¬ 
quired the action of the Secretary of War, they were reported up to him. 

Mr. Shaw appeared as a witness. 

Having been subpoenaed at the request of General Houston, who not being 
present, the witness was directed to appear before the committee to-morrow 
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morning; and that the clerk inform General Houston that he may attend at 
the same time, for the purpose of putting such interrogatories to the witj 
ness as may be proper, in relation to the subject of this inquiry. 

Committee adjourned, to meet again to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Tuesday, June 19, 1832. 

A quorum not having appeared, the committee met again on Wednesday 
morning, June 20th, 1832. Present: Mr. Wayne, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Bates, 
Muhlenberg, and Mr. Hubbard, 

Moved by Mr. Wayne, that the committee adjourn to meet again to¬ 
morrow, at half past nine o’clock A. M., and that the clerk inform such of 
the committee as are not present, of this order. 

Thursday, June 21, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Kerr, 
Mr. Bates, Mr. Drayton, Mr. Hubbard, and Mr. Muhlenberg. 

Mf'. TV. D. Shaw called and sworn. 

Question 1, by Mr, Houston. Did you reside at the Creek agency, and 
were you often in company with Luther Blake? 

Answer. I have resided, from the time of its being an agency—five years. 
I went with the first party of Indians, who went with Colonel Brearley. I 
mean the Western Creek agency, on the Verdigris river. I knew Luther 
Blake there as an agent. 

Question 2. Did you, or did you not, hear him speak of getting the 
contract to furnish the Indian rations? If you did, what was stated by him? 

Answer. I heard him mention the circumstance of getting the contract 
several times, in May or June, 1830. tie mentioned that he had put in a 
bid for the contract, I think, at eight cents; but I will not be certain of the 
amount. He likewise observed that a Mr. Prentiss, who was here at the 
time, was likewise a bidder, and that he thought himself or Mr. Prentiss 
would get the contract. I then asked him how he would manage the con¬ 
tract, in consequence of his being an agent? He replied that he had left his 
resignation, with a power of attorney, with Mr. Brown, who kept a public 
house in Washington. That Mr. Brown was to attend to the business for 
him. 1 

Question 3. Do you know any thing about issuing short rations” to 
the Indians, while he was acting agent? If you do, tell us. 

Answer. No, sir. I cannot say I know any thing of the issue of short 
rations. 

Question 4. Have you, or have you not, any knowledge of the kind 
of beef that was issued to the Indians, as rations, by Mr. Blake? If you 
have any, state it. 

Answer. I do not understand the question of kind of beef. 

Upon its being explained to witness that it meant quality, he said— 

Sometimes it was good, sometimes it was indifferent. 

Question 5. Were or were not the contractors in the habit of shooting 
down the beeves, and skinning them, and cutting them up witliout bleeding 
them in the neck or any where else, except at the bullet hole in the head? 

Answer. They were. I heard of it, and went to see if it was so; and 
saw it done. 


7 
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Question 6. Did or did not Luther Blake know of this practice? and 
was it not done in his presence, while acting sub agent? 

Answer, I was informed by Captain Anthony such was the case. Cap¬ 
tain Anthony was acting agent under Colonel Brearley, and acted as agent in 
his absence. Colonel Crowell sent Blake to the agency, and he succeeded 
Anthony. When Blake arrived, he took charge of the agency, and An¬ 
thony had no more to do with it. When Anthony represented to me the 
way of killing the beeves, I requested him not to mention it to Blake: he 
did, however, and Blake informed me of it, and said Anthony was meddling 
with business with which he had nothing to do. 

Question 7. Did or did not the Indians complain of the bad quality of 
the beef; and was it not handed over to them when it was injured, by having 
mud upon it, from the manner in which it was weighed and handled? 

Answer. Owing to the place in which the beeves were killed, it was 
impossible in wet weather to get the beef otherwise than being mudded. 
The pen was on the Verdigris river, on the bank, w'hich was flat; and it 
was never changed whilst I was there but once, and then after Mr. Blake 
left the agency for Washington; J mean, in his absence, but whilst he was 
agent. The pen was made of suitable size to answer the purpose. 

Question 8. Do you or do you not know any thing about Luther 
Blake, while acting agent, receipting to Gen. Chilly McIntosh for a quantity 
of corn for the use of the emigrating Indians, and taking a horse in lieu 
thereof, and applying the horse to his own private use, by selling him for 
one hundred dollars in cash? 

This question was objected to by the chairman, Mr. Kerr, and Mr. Bates, 
and sustained by Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Drayton, and Mr. 
Wayne. 

Answer. I knew that he did purchase corn from Gen. McIntosh, and 
receipted to him for the same—gave his due bills. Blake informed me that, 
in the delivery of the corn, there was not a sufficiency to cover the amount 
of due bills given to Gen. McIntosh, and that he was compelled in the set¬ 
tlement to take a horse, I think, for one hundred and twenty-eight dollars. 
I wont be certain, though, about the exact amount. He used the horse there 
about the agency—used him as a riding horse. I do not know whether for 
his own use, or for what use. The horse was sold to Capt. Hawkins, of the 
army, for one hundred dollars, and I knew from Blake that the money for 
which he was sold was to repay a debt of Blake to Col. Arbuckle. 

To the 8th interrogatory put to Wm, D. Shaw, Mr. Kerr objects, on the 
ground that, if it be put for the purpose of impeaching the character of Lu¬ 
ther Blake, as a witness, it is not proper, inasmuch as it is a leading ques¬ 
tion as to a specific act of the witness, which neither he nor the committee 
can be presumed to be prepared to meet; and as for the suggestion that Lu¬ 
ther Blake’s character as an agent had been put in issue, Mr. Kerr pro¬ 
tests that the account of his character as an agent, gratuitously given by Col. 
McKenney, though permitted to be set down by the committee, ought not 
deprive Blake of the protection of an established rule of evidence. 

Question 9. Were or were not the Indians in an almost naked and 
starving condition, at the time Luther Blake was acting agent; and was there 
not much sickness and many deaths among them? 

Answer. The}" were notin a starving condition; they were sickly in the 
fall of 1829 and 1830, as well as I remember, and many of them died. 

Question 10. Do you or do you not know, that about the time that 
I^uther Blake, as acting agent, commenced issuing due bills to the Indians 
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for the corn delivered in the contract, that Mr. Hugh Love went to St. Louis, 
and brouglit goods and opened a store, and thereby bought up a large portion 
of the due bills? 

Answer. Mr. Love did keep a store at the agency, and he did take in 
pome of the due bills, whether large or small I do not know. Other traders 
took in some of the due bills. They were a circulating medium there. 
These due bills were given for corn purchased of and for the Indians. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Did Blake state to you, or in your hearing, 
that he had any control of the bid put in by Prentiss; or that he in any way 
was concerned with him in the bid for the contract, or that there was any 
understanding between them? 

Answer. No sir; not to my recollection. 

Question by Mr. JBates. Was you here when the Indian bill of 1830 was 
pending? 

Answer. I was not. 

Question 2, by Mr. Bates. When and where did you have the conver¬ 
sation, to which you have referred, with Mr. Blake? 

Answer. At the agency, after Blake’s return from Washington. 

Question 3, by Mr. Bates. Who did you see thus kill the beeves in the 
manner you have just stated, and how frequently? 

Answer. The beeves sometimes were killed by the Indians; sometimes 
by the blacks who came there for rations; and sometimes by the contractors. 
It was the uniform practice not to bleed the beeves, in the last contract under 
Cooper and Vaughn. It was never done before. There has been no con¬ 
tract since. 

Question 4, by Mr. Bates. Was not the place where the beeves were 
killed such as is commonly used for that purpose in that country? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question 5, by Mr. Bates. By whose orders was the pen changed? 

Answer. By order of Chouteau, whom Blake left as agent in his absence. 

Question 6, by Mr. Bates. How do you know tb© price that Captain 
Hawkins paid for the horse? 

Answer. I partly agreed with Hawkins to take the horse at that price 
for Blake, and Hawkins took the horse, and from both of them I understood 
One hundred dollars was the price. 

Question 7, by Mr. Bates. Do you know that Blake did or not account 
for the proceeds of the horse? 

Answer. I do not know that he did or did not. 

Question 8, by Mr. Bates. Was it generally known at the agency that 
the horse belonged to the Government? 

Answer. Of course, as he was taken in lieu of corn, I considered him 
as belonging to the Government. What was the general opinion, I do not 
know. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Under whose agency was the contract with 
Cooper and Vaughn made? 

Answer. Under Lutiier Blake’s agency, who made the contract 
General Van Fossen called. 

Question 1, by Gen. Houston. Do you know any thing of a controver¬ 
sy between Gen. Houston and Col. McKenney? If you do, stete what 
♦ook place. 
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Answer. I think it was in the beginning of February, 1830, that I was 
in the Indian Department with Gen. Houston, when he, in conversation with 
Col. McKenney, in relation to the conduct of Indian agents, charged them 
with practising repeated frauds upon the Indians, in a manner which seemed 
■to implicate Col. McKenney. Gen. Houston stated that he could prove 
facts showing the dishonesty and knavery of those agents, and mentioned 
the name of Hamtramack, and others, and used Gov. Clark’s name in sup¬ 
port of his charge against Hamtramaek. Col. McKenney wseemed particu¬ 
larly solicitous to remove the unfavorable impression Gen. Houston enter¬ 
tained, and entreated much that he would withhold those charges. General 
Houston replied that he could prove the charges, and would hold himself 
responsible so to do. 

Question 2. Was this not apparently an angry meeting between Gen. 
Houston and Col. McKenney? 

Answer. Gen. Houston appeared very indignant at the malpractices in 
the Indian agencies, and the Indian Department I understood that he was 
much dissatisfied with the conduct of Col. McKenney himself Col. Mc- 
Kenney remained cool, and endeavored to explain and beg off. I do not 
recollect that he made any direct charge against Col. McKenney, but he 
seemed to implicate him in improper conduct, and Col. McKenney appear¬ 
ed so to understand him. 

Moved, by Mr. Wayne, that General Houston be subpoenaed, and admit¬ 
ted as a witness touching this inquiry. The motion was objected to by Mr. 
Kerr, but overruled—Messrs. Wayne, Drayton, Hubbard, and Muhlenberg, 
voting in the affirmative; Messrs. Stanbery, Bates, and Kerr, in the nega¬ 
tive. 

Messrs. Drayton and Muhlenberg offered the following explanation of 
their reasons for sustaining the motion of Mr. W^ayne to admit General 
Houston as a witness: That General Houston is a competent witness to 
prove any acts or declarations of Major Eaton or the President, which 
do not relate to himself or any agency which he had in the contract re¬ 
ferred to in the resolution. 

Moved, That the chairman request, of the Secretary of War, copies of the 
following papers, to wit: a copy of the letter written by Roily McIntosh and 
Benjamin Hawkins, dated the 22d day of March, 1830, to the President of 
the United States, Andrew Jackson; also a copy of the letter of General John 
Campbell, dated October 15, 1830; a copy of an affidavit of Ed. W. Duval, 
dated October 29, 1828, in relation to rations; and the certificate of the 
clerk of the Second Auditor’s office as to the cost of rations at the West Che¬ 
rokee agency, as exhibited by all the accounts on file which were settled up 
to February, 1830. 

Adjourned to meet again to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Friday, June 22, 1832. 

Committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Bates, 
Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Drayton. 

John W. Flowers called again. 

Question by General Houston. Have you, or have you not, known Lu¬ 
ther Blake while acting agent in Arkansas, and had frequent business to 
transact with him? 

Answer. I have. 
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Question 2. Do you know any thing about the manner of furnishing the 
emigrating Indians with rations while passing through the Cherokee nation? 
If so, state what it was. 

Answer. Yes. I know how they were furnished. The conductor of them 
bought rations for them at certain places, but they left a great many of them 
behind, to get along as well as they could. Many stopped at my house, and 
I furnished them, to prevent their destroying my corn and vegitables, and 
hogs. But they did destroy a good deal of my truck. 

Question 3. Do you, or do you not, know any thing of the practice of 
issuing <‘short rations^’ to the Creek Indians by Luther Blake, while acting 
agent? If so, what was it? 

Answer. I do not know any thing of it. 

Question 4. If you heard him say any thing on the subject of trying to 
get the contract to furnish Indian rations, state what he said. 

Answer. I heard him say that he tried to get a contract here to supply 
Indian rations. He said he had defeated Gen. Houston from getting a con¬ 
tract here very ingeniously. He had put in a bid himself at eight cents; 
that he had a friend here who had put in a bid higher, (Mr. Wm. Prentiss;) 
that, if Mr. Prentiss’s bid was lower than General Houston’s, Mr. 
Blake’s bid was to be objected to, in consequence of his being an agent, by 
Prentiss; but if it was not lower, he had left his resignation, as Indian 
agent, here with Jesse Brown, with a power of attorney to act for him, and 
to close a contract. 

Question 5. Whether would you rather furnish rations, in lump, at 
eight cents, or furnish and issue them at sixteen cents at one point in each 
nation; or furnish and issue them, at your own risk and expense, at three 
points in each nation at eighteen cents? 

Answer. I had rather furnish them at eight cents. 

Question 6. Did he say that William Prentiss Avas his agent in that 
business? 

Answer. My undertanding was, from their conversation, that they were 
to be connected in one bid or the other. 

Question 7. Is William Prentiss the son-in-law of Jesse Brown? 

Answer. I do not know. 

, Question 8. What was the conditions of the Indians at that time? 
What was the quality of the rations with which they were furnished? 

Answer. I stated to him that, of the Indians at my house, some were sick 
and some were not able to travel. I do not know what the quality of the 
rations was. 

Question 9. Did you make any communication to General Houston, 
while on his way to Washington in the latter part of the year 1829, in re 
lation to the manner in which the Indians were treated and furnished? 

Answer. I believe I did. 

Question 10. Had he, Luther Blake, a public team and wagon at that 
time under his control? And how do you know the fact? 

Answer. Yes, he had. I know that a wagon was brought on there, as 
a public wagon, by Col. Brearley, and I hired the wagon of Mr. Blake to 
do some hauling of corn. 

Question 11. Did you, or did you not, communicate to Luther Blake 
the condition of the Indians at your place? If so, state what passed be¬ 
tween you. 

Answer. I believe I did state to Mr. Blake that the Indians were there, 
and a good many of them sick, and I would be glad to have them sent for, 
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and taken away; and he said he would send for them, but he did not. He 
said that some of those who had stopped at my house should have been 
beaten off, and made to keep up with the company, as they might have done 
if they would. 

A communication was received from the Secretary of War, enclosing cer¬ 
tain papers, as follows: 

“ Department of War, June 22, 1832. 

“Sir: I have received your letter of the 21st instant, and, in answer, 
have ihe honor to enclose copies of the several papers therein mentioned, fur- 
nivshed from the office of the Second Auditor, and the bureau of Indian Af¬ 
fairs. 

“ I am, sir, very respectfully, 

“ Your obedient servant, 

“LEWIS CASS. 

“ Honorable William Stanbery, 

“ Chairman Select Committee,” 

Treasury Department, 

2d Auditor's Office, June 22, 1828. 

I certify that I have examined the accounts of E W. Duval, late agent 
f, r the Cherokees west of the Mississippi, and find that the cost of ttie ra- 
tjon furnished by contract, “as exhibited by all the accounts on file, which 
were settled up to February, 1830,” was twenty cents the ration. 

0. S. HALL, Clerk. 

Treasury Department, 

Second Auditor's Office, Oct. 29, 1828. 

On the day and year above written, personally appeared before me, Wil¬ 
liam Lee, Second Auditor of the Treasurer, E. W. Duval, United States’ 
agent among the Cherokees west of the Mississippi, and made oath that the 
charges contained in the annexed account for rations furnished by him, are 
iust, to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

** WILLIAM LEE. * 

E. W. Duval. 

The rations referred to in the above affidavit, cost, throughout, twenty 
cents. 

0. S. HALL, Clerk. 

June 22, 1832. 

General Houston, called and sworn. 

Mr. Kerr objects to the competency of General Houston as a witness in 
the inquiry, which has been so ordered as to embrace him in the charge, 
upon the ground of analogy to trials at law, both civil and criminal, and in 
chancery; because, in that view, the said Houston hiust be considered as a 
party to a charge, in its nature joint, being that of fraudulent collusion be¬ 
tween him and others to obtain and to give a contract of the kind specified; 
and because the acquittal of his associates would necessarily tend to his oWn 
acquittal. By the same analogy, indeed, if, after all other witnesses have been' 
examined, there should appear to be no evidence to implicate General Hous- 
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ton, he might then be considered competent to give evidence in behalf of 
others 

Question 1, by Mr. Hubbard, to General Houston. At what time did 
you arrive in this city in the winter of 1830? 

Answer. As well as I recollect, on the 13th day of January. 

Question 2. After you arrived in the city, did you address a commu¬ 
nication in writing to Major Eaton, giving him information how the Indians 
were treated and furnished, as you had learnt, on your way, from others? 

Answer. Some days after my arrival, I communicated to Major Eaton 
in person. He told me he wanted a written communication on the subject; 
and I made out a written communication, and handed it to him, stating the 
facts embraced in the interrogatory. 

Question 3. Did you receive any communication from Benj. Haw¬ 
kins in relation to the bid which he put in, in pursuance of the Secre¬ 
tary of War^s advertisement? If you did, will you submit the letter you re¬ 
ceived from Hawkins, so that it may become a part of the journals of the 
committee? 

Answer. I did receive a letter from Benjamin Hawkins, postmarked 
Fredericksburg; I think it was dated March 24, 1830. I have it in my 
possession. I made an assignment upon it, in accordance to the power 
vested in me by it, to General Van Fossen. The letter was in his posses¬ 
sion until the 7th of this month, when he handed it over to me- Since that 
time, it has not been out of my possession. (Here the witness presenied the 
original letter to the committee, saying that he had no motive for withhold- 
it.) It is as follows: 

March 24, 1830. 

Dear Friend: You told me, before I left Washington city, to give my 
bid for the contract for the supplying of the emigrating Indians in Arkansas, 
to General Van Fossj^n. I told him this morning that you would arrange 
it, if you find that it is necessary to give it up to him; and you can do so, 
and sign my name to any instrument of writing you may think proper con¬ 
cerning of it. Nothing more, but I remain your friend, 

BEN. HAWKINS. 

General Houston. 

On the back of the foregoing letter, was the following endorsement or 
assignment: 

So far as I am empowered in this behalf, I do hereby transfer for Benj. 
Hawkins all my power of transfer given by said Benjamin to General John 
Van Fossen, of the bid referred to % said Hawkins in the within letter. 

SAM. HOUSTON. 

March 2^, 1830. 

Mr. Bates offered the following reasons for objecting to the admission o^ 
General Houston as a witness, and had leave to state the grounds of his ob¬ 
jections on the journal of the proceedings of the committee, Which are, that 
the committee had agreed that the rules of law should govern in the admis- 
.sion of testimony. 

General Houston is a party to this record. The transaction is a joint 
one. If there was a fraud attempted, General Houston was a party to it. 
It is an inflexible rule ot law, that, before acquittal of judgment, a party of 
record, from principles of public policy, cannot be examined at all as a 
witness in the cause, 
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General Van Fossen called. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Is the letter now shown to you, and submitted 
by General Houston to the committee, the same which was in your posses¬ 
sion at the time the subpoena was served upon you, and which you delivered 
to General Houston on the 7th instant? 

Answer. It is the same. 

Question 2, by Mr. Hubbard. Has there been any alteration made in 
the letter? 

Answer. Not any. 

Mr. Hubbard then moved that the letter be made a matter of record in 
the proceedings of the committee; which was agreed to. 

Mr. Shaw called again. 

Question by Mr. Hubbard. Did you learn any thing from Luther Blake 
«f the cause of the difference between himself and General Houston? 

Answer. I learnt from him that there was a difference between them, in 
consequence of an inquiry made by General Houston, of one of Blake’s 
commissaries, Mr. Donnelly, about issuing short rations. 

A communication was received by the chairman from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting the information asked for by him, by order of the com¬ 
mittee, on the 15th instant, giving the same, as follows: 

War Department, June 20 y 1832. 

Sir: Your letter of the 15th instant was duly received, and referred to the 
Second Auditor, whose report I have the honor herewith to transmit, and 
from which you will perceive that the Auditor is unable, for the want of 
proper vouchers, to furnish the whole of the information requested. Should 
this report not be a satisfactory answer in every respect, be pleased to advise 
me of the fact, and the defect shall be supplied if practicable. Any infor¬ 
mation which the committee may require upon the subject of their inquiry, 
which may be in the possession of the department, shall be communicated 
with pleasure. 

I have the honor to be. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

LEWIS CASS. 

Honorable William Stanbery, 

Chairman of the Select Committee. 

Treasury Department, 

Second JiuditoFs Office, June 19, 1832. 

Sir: In reply to a letter addressed to you by William Stanbery, chair¬ 
man, &c., on the 15th instant, and referred to this office, relative to the 
emigration of the party of Creek Indians which Luther Blake accempanied, 
I have the honor to furnish you with an extract from a letter addressed by 
me to your predecessor, on the 12th of April, 1830, in compliance with a 
resolution of the House of Representatives, of the 18th of March, in relation 
to those Indians, and which is in the following words, (alluding to the 
party accompanied by Luther Blake:) 

“On examining Col. Crowell’s accounts of expenditures, the ^27,585 
consist of the following items: 
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Provisions furnished the Indians, during four months at the place 

of rendezvous, while collecting . - _ . |i7,000 

Hire of wagons, teams, horses, &c. - - . - 5,500 

Freiirht of steamboat ------ 900 

Ferriages 920 

Amount paid individuals for their services in collecting the Indians, 
a'>d accompanying them from the Creek agency to their new 
residence 3,500 

Forage for 187 horses 485 

Contingent expenses for sugar, coffee, &c. &c. - - - 1,210 

Provisions furnished the Indians on their way to their new resi¬ 
dence 8,070 


Total, $ 21,585 


This extract contains as accurate account as can now be made of the 
expense of transporting to the Arkansas the party which Luther Blake ac¬ 
companied in 1829, and is sufficiently in detail, I hope, to meet the views 
of the committee. 

By a letter fi-om Col. Crowell, of the 19th of June, 1829, it appears that 
his brother started with about twelve hundred emigrants; this appears also 
to be the number that crossed at the different ferries; but, by an abstract of 
provi>ions issued at the western Creek agency, from the 1st of September, 
1829, to the 31st of January, 1830, (the latest received at this office,) the is¬ 
sues, in the month of January, were to 1,252 Indians. 

It cannot be ascertained, with certainty, however, that they all belonged 
to the party which emigrated in 1829, accompanied by Luther Blake; and 
I think it not unlikely that some of the emigrants, under D. Brearley, in 
1S2S, who arrived in 1829, are embraced therein. 

The act of subsisting the emigrants under Luther Blake, for one year, 
canrtot be ascertained vvith correctness, as all the due bills for corn, beef, 
&c., issued under contract, have not been presented yet for payment; but 
the average price of the ration will be about seven and a half cents, exclusive 
of the expense of issuing. 

I am, with respect, 

Your obedient servant, 

W. B. LEWIS. 

Hon. the Secretary op War. 

P. S. If any additional iid’ormation in relation to this matter should be 
desired by the committee, it will be furnished with much pleasure. 

W. B. L. 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 A. M. 

Saturday, June 23, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. 
Bates, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Wayne. 

General Duff Green called. 

Question 1, by General Houston. During the time that General Hous¬ 
ton was in the city in the spring of 1830, had you not a brotlier who was an 
applicant for the agency of the Osages, and was not Hamtramack re noved, 
and Mr. Chouteau appointed agent about that time, as agent of the Osages.^ 
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Answer. My brother came on to this place as an applicant for that ap¬ 
pointment: by my advice he afterwards applied for the appointment of Re¬ 
ceiver of Public Mone}'s at Paimyia. 1 believe that Hamtramack was re¬ 
moved, and Mr. Cimuieau appointed. 1 myself was opposed to the removal 
of Hamtramack, ano, at the rtajuest of some of his fnend.s, I had a cottver- 
sation with Major Eaton upon the subject. After it was understood that 
Mr. Hamtramack was to be reinov'ed, 1 had a conversation with ;iV<.ijor Ea¬ 
ton relative to the appointment of my brother to the agency. He at^ first 
gave me to understand that my brother would be appointed: I soon became 
satisfied iliat he would not. 

Question 2. At what time in the year was your brother appointed Re¬ 
ceiver of Public Moneys? or did he change his application for an appoint¬ 
ment, until it was ascertained that be could not obtain the Dsage agency? 

Answer. The records of the department will show the time of his ap¬ 
pointment. I believe it was near the close of the session of Congress. He 
preferred the agency; and I do not b lieve that he consented to apply for the 
other appointment, until it was understood that he would not be appointed 
agent. 

1 deem it proper to say, that, if it be intended to draw any inference from 
the fact of his being an applicant for that agency, that tlie application for the 
appointment had any connexion whate\ er with any contract, or contemplated 
contract wdth the Government, I iiad no knowledge of it; nor do 1 believe 
that it had. 

Question 3. Was not your brother an applicant for the agency at the 
time that you alleged Gen Houston met you on the pavement^ and said 
he had something; of importance to conwiunicate to you? 

Answer. I believe that he was; whether he was in the city at that time 
or not, I cannot say. He was an applicant before he came to this city, and 
brought letters of lecommendaiion with him from many of the most influ¬ 
ential citiiiens of Missouri. 

Question 4. Uo you recollect on what day of the month it was, and 
what month, that you had the alleged conversation with the Secretary of 
War and the President, in relation to giving Gen. Houston the contract at 
eighteen cents? 

Answer. I am enabled to fix the date, by a reference to my letter to 
Major Eaton, of the 19th of March, 1830, which refers to the conversations 
that 1 had iiad witli Major Eaton on the evening before. The letter was writ¬ 
ten directly after I had returned from the President's; it bears date the 19th 
of M.irch; and by a reference to the other letter copied into my private let¬ 
ter book, it appears the one which precedes this bears date the 17th of March, 
and that which follows it, the 22^^ day of March. 1 therefore suppose that 
the conversation with Major Eaton was on the 18th of March, and that 
that witli the President, which was on the next day, was on the 19th 
day of March, 1830. 

Questions. When you spoke to Mr. Shackford to put in his bid, what 
price was he willing to put it in at? and why was it that you thought that 
the bid which he was iuilling to put in tms not such as you believed the 
Government ought to accept? 

Answer. hen 1 sjioke to Mr. Shackford, he had made up no definite 
opinion as to the price; and when he was afterwards in conversation upon 
the suited, 1 found that he was unwilling to put in a bid as low as I believ- 
©d the contract could be supplied, by extending the time of notice so as to 
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invite cortipetitlon from Missouri, Arkansas, and Illinois; and 1 was unwil¬ 
ling that the Government should accept his bid, because I thought it too 
high. 

Question 6. Were you not to be interested with Mr. Shackford in 
any contingency that might take place, if he should get the contract? 

Answer. No, 1 was not. Mr. Shackford, in speaking upon the subject, 
said to me. that if he obtained the contract, and it proved a fortunate one, 
it was his intention to otfer me a part of the profits, as, but for me, \r.: would 
not have thought of it, and said that I could render him service by attend¬ 
ing to his interest at this place. In reply to this, I told him distinctly that 
I could not undertake to take charge of his interest, and that I would not 
receive any portion of the profits, or be in any way concerned in the con¬ 
tract. Mr Shackford, however, (okl me, since my publication ap|x;ared last 
winter, that it was his intention, in case he had made a profitable contract, 
to have tendered me a portion of the profits. But he never had any right 
to suppose, nor was it ever my intension to participate in the contract. 

Question 7. Did you stale to the Secretary of War any objections to 
Mr. Shackford’s bid, as too high, after he had put it in to the department? 

Answer. I do not recollect to have had any conversation with the Se¬ 
cretary of War on the subject. But for an answer to the question, I refer 
to my letter to the Secretary of the 19th of March, which was after my’" 
interview with Mr. Shackford, on the morning of that day, and which I 
supposed made it unnecessary for me to have any further conversation with 
him upon the subject. 

Question 1, by Mr. Wayne. When you wrote your letter of the 19th 
of March, 1830, to the Secretary of War, and expressed your opinion that 
the cost of the ration would not exceed ten cents, had you then taken into 
consideration that clause of the proposals, of the 18th of February, 1S30, 
which would throw upon the contractor for rations the entire expense of 
transportation, of issuing, and the building of houses for the.preservation of 
the supplies; and that the points of delivery were to be three in the country 
of either of the tribes, and at such places as the Secretary of War might de¬ 
signate? 

Answer. I had no doubt, at the time of examining the proposals, that 
the proposals themselves were so framed as to prevent competition by pre¬ 
senting difficulties, as well in the fulfilment of the contract, as in the control 
which was reserved to the department. The tendency was to prevent bid¬ 
ders from making accurate calculalion.s of the cost, in as much as I believed 
that the contract could have been made at six cents, allowing a fair profit for 
the contractor in case he had had full confidence in the department. I had 
no doubt that even under the proposals, a contract could have been made, 
if due notice had been given in the western States to furnish the rations at 
ten cents. I did not then know that any other than Mr. Sbadkford intended 
to bid against Mr. Houston, but it appears mat other persons in this city did 
put in bids at less than ten-cents. Had 1 known of these bids, I certainly 
should not have interfered in the m-uter. 

Question 2. in your conversation wi li Shackford, did he not inform you 
that it was his intention to put in a bici at seventeen cents per ration? and 
did you not advise him to put in .that bid? 

Answer. .Viy object in sending for Mr Shackford was, if possible, to de¬ 
feat the contract which i had been infui .iied by the Secretary he intended to 
make with General Houston at eighteen cents per ration. I expected llxat 
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Mr. Shackford could be induced to put in a bid at something like a fair price> 
because I had always considered him one of the most active and enterprising 
merchanis of the west, possessing, as I sui.posed, sufficient credit to accom¬ 
plish the whole contract. It was then, for the first time, that I understood, 
that, in consequence of his investments in the Louisville and Portland ca¬ 
nal, he was embarrassed. On our first interview, which, as well as I recol¬ 
lect, was on the night of the I8th of March, he would not consent to put 
in a bid at any thing like the price which 1 believed ought to be accepted by 
the Government. I requested him to think of it iintii the next morning. He 
called the next day accordingly, and my impression was, and is, that he con¬ 
sented to reduce his bid to fourteen cents. Hut still believing that to be 
much higher than the Government ought to give, and finding that he would 
not bid lower, I resolved to apply to the President himself, and, if possible, 
prevail on him to prevent the contract with Houston, or any one else, until 
the people of the western country could have an opportunity to bid. After 
I had the conversation with the President, and had written to Major Eaton, 
I believe that 1 saw Mr Shackford on the evening of the 19th, and inform¬ 
ed him of what had pas.sed; and it may be, that I advised him to put in his 
bid at fourteen cents, or I may have advised him to put in bis bid at seven¬ 
teen cents, but, if 1 did,it was simply with a view to embarrass the arrangement 
which I believed to have been emeredinto between General Houston and the 
Secretary, and to reduce the price which i was apprehensive would be al¬ 
lowed to Houston, and not with any expectation that he, Shackford, would 
obtain the contract at either of tiiose prices. My recollection is riot perfect 
as 10 the precise sum which Mr. Shackford propo,-,ed to bid, because, as I 
considered his bid as a mere incident in the transaction, and as he had refused 
to bid as low as 1 expected he would do, 1 did not impress the prices dis¬ 
tinctly upon my memory. 

Question 3. Did you nor. then consider, and now think, Shackford to be 
as competent a judge of what would be the cost of the rations to be furnished 
under ihe proposals, as yourself? 

Answer. W hen 1 sent tor Mr. Shackford, I had very little doubt that he 
would put in a bid at a fair price. I supposed that he would be induced by 
the size of the contract to eater into it. He informed me that he had been 
very much disappointed in his speculations in the Louisville and Portland 
canal, and that, in consequence ol his embarrassments and disappointments, 
he fell great reluctance to enter upon any new business; that he was unwil¬ 
ling to put so much at hazzard in the hands of agenis, under the apprehen¬ 
sion that the ifluuence ot tbe War Department ndgiit greatly prejudice his 
interest; he seemed to have no doubt that much money might be made at a 
much lower price, but, in consequence of his. apprehensions that he would 
not be fairly dealt by by the department, he was unwilling to take the con¬ 
tract unless at a price which would cover all the risk. 1 understood from 
him, also, that this being a new business, he was not prepared to make pro¬ 
per estimates. In that respect 1 was disappointed, [found him much more 
cautious than I had anticipated; but 1 thought then, and now think, there 
were lew men m the west who could belter calculate the cost than Shack- 
lord, if, in his opinion, the whole transaction had been fair and proper, and 
if he had had full confidence in the department. 

Question 4. Did you think yourself as capable to have determined what 
should have been the cost of a ration under the proposals as Mr. Shackford 
was? 
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Answer. I supposed Mr. Shackford as competent as any one to make an 
estimate of what the ration'should cost, all things being fair: but, in con¬ 
versation with him, I became satisfied that he entertained more apprehen¬ 
sion of the influence which the department could exercise over the con¬ 
tract than I did. That my estimate was much more correct than Mr. 
Shackford’s, appears by the report of the War Department as to what the 
ration has actually cost I believe that it will be seen, by a reference to 
General Gibson^s report, that the ration, as it is now furnished, has not cost 
more than from six to eight cents. It is proper, also, to state, that one of 
Mr. Shackford’s strongest objections to entering into the business himself, 
was, that the very large investments that he had made in the Louisville and 
Portland canal required his personal attention, and that his bids ought to 
be considered as covering the estimate of the loss which might ensue in con¬ 
sequence of his neglect of that interest, and not as exhibiting what he con¬ 
ceived to be a fair price for the ration. Upon this subject, Mr. Shackford 
can speak for himself. I state this rather as the impression made upon my 
mind by the conversations which I had with Shackford, than from his ex¬ 
plicit declaration, which, from the time that has intervened, I do not pre¬ 
tend to give with accuracy. At the time that I sent for Mr. Shackford, I 
supposed him to be as competent to form an estimate of the cost of the ration 
as myself or any other person; but, upon conversing with him, I became 
satisfied that he was not as competent as myself, or that, if he was, he was 
unwilling to bid for the contract.-at a fair price. 

Question 5. The rations to which you alluded in your last answer, as 
supplied by General Gibson—Do you not know them to be for Indians who 
are stationary, and not emigrating? to be supplied in bulk to the Commis¬ 
sary Department of the United States, or its agents, without risk from 
keeping, and expense of issuing, by those who do furnish them? 

Answer. I refer to the report made to the House of Representatives 
during the present session; and my impression was, that that report refers 
to the emigrant Indians, and that the rations of which it speaks are the 
same as those contemplated under the adv ertisement of the War Department, 
heretofore referred to. I have not read the report with close attention. I 
merely refer to the prices which appear upon its face; but believe that some 
of the rations are contracted for to be delivered by the contractor, and that 
others are issued by the agents of the Government; but I have no hesitation 
to say, that, from what I know of the prices in that country, money can be 
made at six cents the ration. 

Question 6. Am I to understand from the testimony given, that Shack¬ 
ford, in his intercourse with you, ever stated to you that his bid of 17 and 
15 cents had not been graduated by a fair estimate, in his opinion, of what 
the cost of a ration would be, but by his apprehension that he would be 
unfairly dealt with by Major Eaton, the then Secretary of War? 

Answer. You are to understand that I understood from Mr. Shackford, 
in the several conversations which I had with him on the subject, that his 
bids were made to cover what he conceived'would be his loss, by the con¬ 
sequent neglect of hi.-- other business, and the risk which he supposed he 
would encounter, by taking the contract against the wishes of the depart¬ 
ment. 

Question 7. Did he, as a part of that risk of which you have just spoken, 
**ever intimate to you that his apprehensions were that he would be unfairly 
dealt by by the department? 
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Answer. At so long a period, I cannot speak precisely of what Mr. 
Shackford did say; and, in reply to this interrogatory, 1 can only say, that 
ihe impression made upon my mind, from ihe conversations which I had 
w:th him, was, that he was confident that, if he obtained the contract, he 
would not be fairly dealt with by the department. And my impression is, 
that, in conversing with him upon the subject, I communicated to him my 
belief that he would not be fairly dealt by. But of this, Mr. Shackford can 
speak for himself. 

Question 8. In the original proposals, as the (government was to make 
no advance of money to the contractor, did you hold any conversation with 
Shackford how he was to obtain money to make purchases? and what was 
that conversation? 

Answer. My impression is, that there was something said on the subject, 
and that, in reply to his suggestions that his funds were locked up in the 
Louisville and Portland canal, I told him that Mr. Mulanphy, a moneyed 
man of St, Louis, would advance him any funds which he might want to 
carry the contract into execution. 

Question 9. Did not Shackford tell you that he intended to put in a bid 
at fifteen cents? and did you not advise him to do so? 

Answer. I have before said, that my object was to defeat the contract with 
Houston;,or, if it could not be defeated, to reduce the price. My impres¬ 
sion was, and is, that Mr. Shackford consented to put in a bid at fourteen 
cents; and I did not know that he intended to put in a bid at fifteen, until 
it was stated in a publication made in the Globe since the meeting of the 
present Congress. My impression is, that I advised Mr. Shackford to put 
in a bid at fourteen cents. In talking of the bid, fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, 
and seventeen cents, may have been mentioned; but it would be vvrong to 
say that I advised Mr. Shackford to put in a bid at fifteen cents, if it be in¬ 
tended to mean thereby that I approved of a contract at that price. My 
object was to defeat the contract with Houston. 

Question 10. Are we to understand, frotn your testimony, that, after you 
found Shackford would not put in a bid corresponding with your notions of 
what would be the cost of a ration, that you advised him to persevere, with 
the view, principally, on your part, to defeat the contract which you say 
you apprehended the Secretary of War was about to make with Houston? 
And did you ever intimate to Shackford that you were using him for such 
a purpose? 

Answer. My object in first sending for Shackford was, to defeat the con¬ 
tract with Houston. When I found that Mr. Shackford would not put in a 
bid at what I considered to be a fair price, I then appealed to the President 
for the same purpose. During my interview with him, I became satisfied 
that he would interpose no obstacle to the contract with Houston. On re¬ 
turning home, I wrote the letter of the 19th of March to Major Eaton, 
which is now before the committee, for the same purpose. My impression 
is, that I told Mr. Shackford, under an injunction of secrecy, of the inter¬ 
view which I had had with the President, and also of the letter which I had 
written to Major Eaton. I am not confident as to showing the letter to him, 
but think it probable. I cannot say positively that I advised Mr. Shackford 
to put in his bids at seventeen and fifteen cents. He knew distinctly that 
my object was to defeat the contract with Houston; and he also knew that I 
believed that the Government ought not to contract with him, (Shackford,) 
upon the terms of his bid. If I assented to his putting in his bid, he knew 
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tlistinctly that it was because they were lower tlian the price I had unclcr- 
«toou from the becretary he contemplated to j^iv.e Houston. 

The Ibllowing is a copy of the letter, of the litth of March, written by 
JVIr. Green to the Secretary of War, and referred to in his testimony given 
on (he sixth day of June, as appears from the copy taken in his private let¬ 
ter book, as compared in the presence of the committee on this 23d day of 
June, 1832; 

‘‘ Washington, March 19, 1830. 

To Maj. Eaton: 

After leaving you last evening, I examined, for the first lime, your pro¬ 
posals for rations. From my knowiedge of the prices of beef and corn in 
the western States, I am coiifidtmt that the proposed rations ought not to 
cost ten cents; yet I understand you to say th.tt you expect to give trom 
eighteen to twenty cents, and that the issue, at these prices, will amount to 
twelve thousand dollars j-er day. 

*‘That a contract of such amount should be made without giving notice to 
the western States, where provisions must be jmrchased, will be a cause of 
attack; but when I read the advertisement, and see that it is so worded as 
not to convey any idea of the speculation it affords, and connect it with tlie 
facts, which is within my own knowiedge, that it was prepared under the 
special advisement of Gen. Houston, who has gone on to New York, and 
has brought from there a wealthy partner to join him in the contract, I 
should be unfa<thful to the administration, to Gen. JacKson, and to myself, 
if 1 did not bring the subject before you in such a shape as to guard against 
the consequences which 1 foresee will follow any such contract as the one 
he contemplates. 

“ Such a contract may enrich a few who are concerned in it, but will de¬ 
stroy the confidence of the public, I fear, in the administration, and impair 
the fair fame of the President, which it is your duty and mine to guard. 
Will it not be well to extend the time, so as to enable the people of Mis¬ 
souri and Arkansas to bid? 

‘•Yours, &c. 

“D. GREEN.'’ 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 o'clock A. M. 

Monday, June 25,* 1832. 

The committee met at 9 o’clock A. M- Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. 
Bates, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Muhlenberg. 

Mr, Flowers called again. 

Question 1, by Mr. Houstoh. Were you not counsellor to a delegation 
of Cherokee Indians to this cityq which made the treaty of May, 1828? 

Answer I was. 

Question 2. Did you hear Col. Thomas L. McKenney say any thing 
to the agent of the Clierokees about the price of rations? If so, what year 
was it in? and what were the prices? 

Answer. 1 did hear him speak of the price of rations. It was in 1828. 

I heard the agent, Maj. Duval, ask Col. McKenney what had been the cus¬ 
tomary prices of the rations? Col. McKenney said that they had generally 
been twenty cents, and, in some instances, twenty-five cents. 
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Question 3. What do you know about the loss of provisions when col¬ 
lected in quantities on the Arkansas river, within the Cherokee nation, and 
at Fort Smith? 

Answer. There was a great deal of provision lost at the different points, 
and ai Fort Smith. 1 should think between two and three thousand.bushels 
of corn. 

Mr. D. Butler, jr., called and sworn. 

Question 1, by Gen. Houston. Were you a bidder under the notice 
given to furnish Indian rations? 

Answer. I was. 

Question 2. Did Houston ever propose to purchase your bid? or did you 
ever converse with him on the subject of the bid or contract, until this spring? 

Answer. He never did; and I did not converse with him on the subject 
of the contract. 

Question 3. Do you know who had the three lowest bids under the no¬ 
tice given by the Department of War? If so, name the persons. 

Answer. I understood at the War Department, but cannot say from 
whom, t!)at Mr. Blake put in the lowest bid, Mr. Prentiss the next lowest, 
and myself the third. 

Question by Mr Wayne. What was your bid? 

Auswiir. Nine and nine-tenths of a cent per ration. 

Question 2. When you made that bid at nine and nine-tenths of a cent, 
had you fully taken into consideration all the requisitions of the proposals, 
which would throw upon the contractor not only the transportation, but the 
keeping of the rations at any three points in each tribe which the Secretary 
might designate; the losses, and the expense of issuing; and the fact that the 
Government was to make no advance of money? 

Answer. I had no personal knowledge. I have never been in the coun¬ 
try, but made inquiries of Colonel Brearley, who had been Indian agent, and 
had accompanied the emigrant Indians He informed me that he thought 
money might be made at ten cents, or nine and nine-tenths of a cent per 
ration. I was not aware of the number of rations that was contemplated to 
be supplied by the Secretary of War: had I known the extent of the con¬ 
tract, 1 should not have put in a bid at that price, but at a higher price. I 
understood the manner of performing the contract from the proposals, 
having beerf, before, a contractor for supplying rations for the army to the 
amount of fifty or sixty thousand dollar.s, and had always fulfilled my con¬ 
tract to the satisfaction of the department. 

Question by chairman. If the contract had been given to you on your 
bid, could you not have produced good security for its performance? and 
would you not have done so? 

Answer. If I could have convinced my friends that I had a good contract, 
I think I could. 

It was moved by Mr. Wayne, that the chairman cause a subpoena to be 
issued to William B. Lewis, esq. requiring his attendance forthwith before 
the committee; and that he bring with him such correspondence within his 
power or possession, as may have passed between Major Eatqn and the Pre¬ 
sident of the United States, upon the subject of supplying emigrating In¬ 
dians with rations. Agreed to. 

Luther Blake called again. 

Question 1, by chairman. Have you read the testimony of Mr, Shaw? 
and state any thing you have to say in explanation. 
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Answer. The Indians would ask the privilege to kill the beeves, for the 
s^ike of the entrails; but there were none shot down without bleeding, to my 
knowledge. As to the pen, the former contractor. Bean, sold it to Joseph 
Cooper; but Bean had permitted an old woman-to go into the pen or cook¬ 
house before he sold it. There was some disturbance between her and Mr. 
Cooper, and I recommended Mr. Cooper to move his pen to some other 
place. It was also a nuisance to ourselves on account of the quantity of 
blood, and it was moved, I think, during my absence. I did leave a power 
fo attorney with Mr. Brown; there was some rumor intimated that my be¬ 
ing an officer might be some objection. It was not decided before I left, and 
I left the power with him. After I returned to the western agency, speak¬ 
ing of the bids and proposals to the then contractors, Joseph Cooper and Sin¬ 
gleton Vaughn, of the State of Missouri, I told them what I had put in at: 
they told me my bid was a good one. They had been very extensive con¬ 
tractors in the northwestern country, and persuaded me, as the thing had not 
been settled, to claim my bid, and send on my resignation, and they would 
become concerned with me. 

They are men of high standing, and great respectability, as Mr. Buck¬ 
ner of the Senate, I presume, can also testify. 

As to the quality of the beef, I never saw better, take it together. I did 
take a horse of Chilly McIntosh to make up the deficiency of corn; his crib 
did not hold out, to save the debt. I took the horse, and paid the corn myself 
at the time, or before. The Government sustained no loss, but I did. I 
took McIntosh’s crib of corn because it was in the neighborhood where it 
was wanted, and to save the trouble of building a crib. 

Question 1, by Mr. Houston. Was not Jesse Brown, with whom you left 
your resignation and power of attorney to act for you, the father-in-law of 
this William Prentiss, who has been a witness before the committee? 

Answer. He was. 

Question 2. Had you not a quarrel with Houston about his inquiring of 
Donnelly, one of your commissaries, about issuing short rations” to the 
Indians? 

Answer. I had. 

Question 1, by chairman. What would have been the expense of 
transportation, of issuing, and of building houses for the preservation of the 
supplies, according to the proposals? 

Answer. That of beef, I calculated that the fifth quarter would pay the ex¬ 
pense; of corn, I cannot say what would be the expense; houses cost from ten 
to one hundred dollars each, for storing corn and meat. 

Question 2. Could you have given security for the faithful performance 
of the contract? 

Answer. I think I could.' 

(In explanation of the conversation which witness had with Major Flow¬ 
ers, he went on to say, that he might have said, that, in case his bid should 
be thrown out as illegal, that he might become interested with almost any 
one, on account of his acquaintance in the business, and the country, par¬ 
ticularly Mr. Prentiss, as being an intimate friend. But there was no un¬ 
derstanding whatever upon the subject of any such interest between Mr. 
Prentiss and himself.) 

Question by Mr. Houston. Why did you receipt f6r corn before its 
delivery? 
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Answer. I receipted f*r it to save the expense and trouble ot building 
cribs. The custom was, to have the crib measured by the oflicers of the 
7^th regiment. The corn that I receipted for to Mr. McIntosh, was measur¬ 
ed by the officers, whose names I do not now recollect, save that of Bonny- 
ville, and before I gave the receipt. 

Moved^ That the chairman cause a subpoena to be issued, summoning 
August. P. Chouteau to appear before the committee fdrlhwith. 

Committee adjourned to meet to morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Tuesday, June 26, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr, Stanbery, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Hub¬ 
bard, Mr. Wayne, Mr. Kerr, Mr. Bates. 

Major William B. Lewis appeared as a witness, and was sworn. I 

Question by Mr. Wayne. Is the paper which you hold in your hand, pur¬ 
porting to be a letter from Major Eaton, the then Secretary of War, to the 
President of the United States, and which same paper contains the reply of 
the President, in the handwriting of Major Eaton and the President? 

Answer. The letter and reply are in the respective handwritings of the 
late Secretary of War, Major Eaton, and the President; as well as the me¬ 
morandum on the back in the handwriting of Major Eaton. 

Queston by Mr. Bates. Did you take this letter from the files of the 
Department of War? 

Answer. I did not. It was handed to me by Major Eaton, to be used if it 
should be necessary. 

Question 1, by chairman. Do you know of any necessity there was 
in February, 1830, (the* time the proposals were published,) of making a 
contract for the supply of em;grating Indians? and was any such contract 
contemplated before the arrival of General Houston in the city, in 1830? 

Answer. I do not. It was a matter with which I had nothing to do; 
making of such contracts belong to other officers of the Government. 

Question 2, by chairman. Do you know of the existence of, or have 
you ever seen, any letters from General Houston to Major Eaton on the sub¬ 
ject of this contract? 

Answer. I think there was a communication made in writing upon the 
subject of the contract, by General Houston, to Major Eaton; but I am not 
certain whether I ever saw tliat communication or not; possibly I may have 
seen it. 

Question 1, by Mr. Hubbard. Was that the only communication which 
you ever heard of? 

Answer. It was, according to the best of my recollection. 

Question 2. Was the communication to which you allude, made prior 
to the advertisement published by order of the Secretary of VVar for propo¬ 
sals to furnish rations to the emigrating Indians? 

Answer. It was made prior. 

The witness then handed to the committee the letter from Major Eaton 
to the President, containing also the President’s reply, &c. which are as fol¬ 
lows; . 

‘■^February 16, 1S30. 

Public men must act, not merely not to deserve, but also not even to 
seem to deserve censure. Accordingly, I have said to General S. Houston 
that we cannot make a/ire’m/e contract with him; but must advertise for 
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proposals. He is quite satisfied with the course. I propose, therefore, 
you approve it, to advertise, say thirty days for proposals for supplying the 
Indians who may emigrate during this year j or may, for the next, also. 

I submit it for your consideration. 

Yours, 


J. H. EATON.” 


To the foregoing letter, and upon the same sheet, the President replied 
as follows: 

The President, with respects to the Secretary of War, approves the 
within. February 16, 1830.” 

Upon the back of the letter are the following memoranda: 

« On this day, we saw the within letter of Major Eaton to the President, 
and his reply on the next page. 

E. BREATHITT, 

ROBT. C. FOS PER, jr. 

C. G. OLMSTED. 

Franklin, 30, 1832.” 

Then follows the following words upon the next page: He called on me, 
he said, by direction of the President, and said he wished to make a contract 
for the emigrating Indians at a price greatly below what the Government 
was paying on contracts made under the last administration. The Presi¬ 
dent had referred him tome. He stated that the price of the ration was too 
great; and, besides, that the Indians were defrauded by the contractors. 
\fter conversing with Gen. Houston, I wrote to the President this letter. 

J. H. EATON. 


Col. »/?. P. Chouteau appeared as witness, and was sworn. 

Question 1, by Gen. Houston. Have you, or have you not, had a trading 
establishment at the Creek agency ever since the first emigrants arrived at 
that place? 

Answer. I have, and was located there before the emigration took place. 

Question 2. Do you know any thing relative to the manner in which 
beeves were slaughtered for the Indians, while Luther Blake was acting agent 
for the Creeks? If you do, state the facts. 

Answer. The slaughter pen was within about two hundred yards of my 
house, and I occasionally walked there, and observed that they were shoot¬ 
ing the beeves without bleeding them. I remember that different persons 
would shoot them but once; one of the contractors shot several in my pre¬ 
sence. 

Question 3. What was the object of not bleeding the beeves when they 
were first shot down? And did you ever know beef slaughtered in that way 
by any other persons than at the Creek agency? 

Answer. 1 never had seen it, and I do not know that I ever heard of it 
before; and the object, as it struck me, was, that it increased the weight of 
the beef. 

Question 4th. Would not the beef be much more liable to putrefaction 
and waste than if it had been bled while it was warm? And would it not 
require double the quantity of salt to preserve it? 

Answer. I believe it would be more difficult to preserve it. 
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Question 1, by Mr. Wayne. Was this done with the knowledge of 
Blake.? ^ 

Answer. I cannot say that it was. 

Question 2. How often were beeves killed for the Indians? 

Answer. In the summer, every fifteen days; in the winter, once a month. 

Question 1, by chairman. What was the price of beef, corn, and salt, at 
the western Creek agency, in 1829 and 1830? and what has been the price 
since? 

Answer. The price of beef generally was about three dollars per hundred 
pounds—sometimes more, sometimes less; corn, the general price was 
about seventy-five cents; and salt at about one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per bushel, delivered at the agency. 

Question 2. Is the issuing rations to the Indians an expensive business, 
and is it attended with much loss? 

Answer. I never made myself acquainted with it, and have no know¬ 
ledge of it. 

General %flshley called as a witness^ and was sworn. 

Question 1, by the chairman. What was the price of beef in the State of 
Missouri in 1829 and 1830? and what has been the price since that period? 

Answer. I presume that one dollar and fifty cents may be considered the 
average price of good beef throughout the State. 

The proposals issued by the War Department, signed Thomas L. McKen- 
ney. Department of War, Office of Indian Affairs, 18th February, 1830, 
being shown to the witness, the chairman put the following 

Question. If this notice had have reached the people of Illinois and of 
Missouri, and if it had been known that it was intended to invite proposals 
for the supply of thirty or sixty thousand Indians for one year after their 
arrival at their lands west of Arkansas and Missouri, are you of the opinion 
that many bids would have been made by the citizens of Missouri and 
Illinois? 

Answer. I think it altogether probable that bids would have been i:^ade. 

Question 3. Was the time, limited in the advertisement, sufficient to 
give notice to the people of Missouri and Illinois? 

Answer. I think the time w'as not sufficient for the proposals to reach 
every part of those States. 

ft Question 4. Are you of the opinion that citizens of Missouri or of Illinois 
would have taken this contract on more favorable terms to the Government 
than the citizens of other States? 

Answer. I am not prepared to say that they would have taken it upon 
better terms to the Government than some of the adjoining States; but, be¬ 
ing more convenient to the place where the rations were wanted, they 
might have been able to take the contract upon some better terms. 

Question 5, What would be the expense of driving cattle from the State 
of Missouri to the lands of the emigrating Indians west of Arkansas and 
Missouri? 

Answer. I cannot answer with any degree of accuracy, never having 
been engaged in that kind of business. Much would depend upon the sea¬ 
son ot the year, and the number of head in the drove. 

Question 6. In the early part of the summer, or late in the fall, would the 
driving of cattle be attended with any other expense than the time of the 
hands? 
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Answer. The food of the cattle would cost nothing. I am not aware 
of any additional expense. 

Question 7th. What would, in your opinion, be the cost of corn per 
bushel for the supply of emigrating Indians? 

Answer I think supplies have been furnished to some of the emigrating 
Indians, I do not know to what tribe, at something like one dollar and 
twelve and a half cents per bushel. 

Question 1, by Gen. Houston. ’ What is the distance from St. Louis to 
Cantonment Gibson, or the Creek agency? 

Answer, I should think it about four hundred miles. 

Question 2. If corn was purchased in Missouri for the supply of the 
Indians at the Creek agency on the Arkansas, what distance do you think it 
would have to be wagoned? 

Answer. I should say from one hundred and fifty to two hundred miles. 

Question 3. Would it not be impossible for teams to pass through that 
country at certain seasons of the year? 

x\nswer. I should think it would be: instances have occurred of teams 
passing through that country being unable to proceed in consequence of the 
prairie flies: the wagons have been left, and some of the horses killed by the 
flies. 

Question 4. Would it have been possible, in the fall of the year, after 
the prail-ie had been burned, to drive cattle through that country? 

Answer. I think that cattle might be driven through after the prairies 
had been burned, or early in the summer or fall of the year. 

Question 5, Would there not be a loss by cattle straying or getting 
from the drove? 

Answer. I repeat that I am unacquainted with driving cattle: they may, 
however, be liable to stray. 

Gen. Joseph Duncan called as a witnesst and sworn. 

The proposals issued by the War Department for supplies for the emi¬ 
grating Indians, signed Thos. L. McKenney, Office of Indian Affairs, 18th 
February, 1830, being shown to the witness, the chairman put 

Question 1. What was the price of beef in the State of Missouri and Il¬ 
linois in 1829 and 1830? and what has been the price since that period? 

Answer. Good beef, I think, has been two dollars, or thereabout. I do 
not think it exceeded that sum; it was not below it. 

Question 2. If this notice had reached the people of Illinois and Missou¬ 
ri, and it had been known that it was intended to invite proposals for the 
supply of thirty or sixty thousand Indians for one year after their arrival at 
their lands west of Arkansas and Missouri, are you of the opinion that many 
bids would have been made by the citizens of Missouri and Illinois? 

Answer. 1 can state one fact only; that a merchant in the town near where 
I live had written me one or two letters making inquiries upon the subject. 
I should think some bids would have been made. > 

Question 3. Was the time limited in the advertisement sufficient to give 
notice to the people of Missouri or of Illinois? 

Answer. It would have given them notice, but not time to have returned 
an answer to this place. 

Question 4. Are you of the opinion that citizens of Missouri or of Illi¬ 
nois would have taken this contract on more favorable terms to the Govern¬ 
ment than the citizens of the other States? 
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Answer. 1 have not sufficient information of the resources of the neigh' 
boring States to answer this question with certainty; but suppose they might 
have supplied the beef on as favorable terms, as we occasionally send it to 
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Ohio, and it is sometimes shipped to Louisiana. 

Question 1, by Gen. Houston. Do you know the distance from Illinois, 
across the country, to Cantonment Gibson, near the Creek agency.^ 

Answer. I do not. 

Question 2. Would there not be great liability to lose cattle, travelling 
through the country where there are no enclosures to keep them? 

Answer. I should think there would be some risk, yet it is a constant 
practice to drive cattle from Missouri, Illinois, and Ohio. 

Committee adjourned, to meet to-morrow, at 9 A. M. 

June 27, 1832. 

The committee met. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr, 
Wayne, Mr. Bates. 

Colonel John Crowell called, and sworn. 

Question by the chairman. Are you acquainted with Luther Blake? and 
how long have you been acquainted with him? and what is his character for 
truth and veracity? 

Answer. I do not'recollect how long I have been acquainted with him, 
but something like twelve or fourteen years. I became acquainted with him 
first at Cahaba, Alabama, in 1819. lam not positive as to the time became 
into the Creek agency, but am sure it was as early as 1825. He lived at 
my brother’s, and with me at my house, and was employed in business, by 
me, of various kinds. In 1829,1 was given the control of removing a party 
of Creek Indians west of the Mississippi, and employed Mr. Blake as an 
assistant. I was authorized by the Government to appoint^a sub-agent for 
the western Creek agency, and I appointed Mr. Blake. In 1830, Mr, 
Blake’s appointment was superseded by Mr. Campbell, and Mr. Blake re¬ 
turned to the old CreeK agency. Since that time, he has not been in my 
employ. Of his character for truth and veraeity, I know nothing to the 
contrary of his being a strictly honest man, and justly entitled to be be¬ 
lieved. I have never discovered any thing to the contrary, but believe him 
to be an honest man. If he is not, I have never been able to discover it. 

Question by General Houston. Was not Luther Blake your carriage 
driver in the Creek agency? and did he not act in that capacity for Colonel 
McKenney when he attended the council ground at Weetumpka? and was 
he not, until 1829, employed by you generally in menial employments? 

Answer. Mr. Blake never was my carriage driver. If he drove Colo¬ 
nel McKenney to the council ground, about eighteen miles from my house, 
I have no recollection of it; but it is very possible that it may have been so. 
1 do not recollect whether we went to the council ground in a carriage or 
on horseback. My-brother has a carriage; and it is possible that we may 
have gone in that way. 

He never was employed by me in a menial employment—nothing but 
what any white man would be willing to do, who worked for his living. 
He was employed by me in an honest and respectable employment, and 
lived in the house with me; and I treated him as a gentleman. 
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Garrett Jlnderson was called, and sworn. 

Question by chairman. Are you acquainted with Luther Blalie? and 
what is his character for truth and veracity ? 

Answer. I became acquainted with him in 1829 or 1830, and have had 
a good deal of intercourse with him, and always considered him an honor¬ 
able man. 

Captain Bell called, and sworn. 

Question 1, by the chairman. Are you acquainted wdth Luther Blake, 
and what is his character for truth and veracity? 

Answer. I was acquainted with him in Georgia, on duty with him in 
1826, and was with him on an excursion up the river about 10 days, but 
have seen him but seldom since. As far as I knew or heard, I know no¬ 
thing against him. I was with him occasionally before and after the excur¬ 
sion up the river in Georgia. 

Raphael Jones called, and sworn. 

Question by the chairman. Are you acquainted with Luther Blake, and 
what is his character for truth and veracity? 

Answer. I have been acquainted with Mr. Blake for the last eighteen 
months, and think the man to be of good character, as far as I know. 

Colonel Sevier called, and sworn. 

Question 1, by chairman. What was the price of beef, corn, and salt, in 
the Territory of Arkansas, in 1829 and 1830? and what has been the price 
since? 

Answer. Corn, I should suppose, could have been had at from thirty- 
three to fifty-cents per bushel; beef would average perhaps from two to two 
and a half cents per pound; and salt generally was sold at from 80 to lOO 
cents per bushel. 

Question 2. Could beef, corn, &c. be purchased in the country of Ar¬ 
kansas, sufficient to supply all the emigrating Indians, at the prices you have 
stated? 

Answer. I think the supplies could have been obtained there; and the 
Indians already there have been supplied with corn and beef in the territory. 

Question 3. Have you any knowledge of the proposals published in the 
Telegraph and National Intelligencer, in February, 1830, signed Thomas 
L. McKenney, inviting proposals for the supply of rations for the emigrat¬ 
ing Indians; and did you make objectian to the same? and to whom did you 
make your objections, and what were they? 

Answer. I read the advertisement in the Telegraph but a few days, I 
think, before the time expired for the reception of bids. My attention was 
drawn to it by Col. Brearley, of this city, and Pearson Brearley, of Arkan¬ 
sas. When I read it, I was a good deal provoked, and took every step in my 
power to defeat it. I thought the citizens of Arkansas, who had the sup¬ 
plies of beef and corn among themselves, had not an opportunity of bidding 
for the contract, as the other citizens had. The advertisement, as well as 1 
remember, allowed but thirty days for the reception of bids, and it would 
take nearly thirty days to reach Arkansas, and they would have no time to 
send in their bids. It was on that ground that I was dissatisfied with the 
advertisement. I called to see the Secretary of War, I think, the day that 
I first saw the advertisement, certainly that day or the day after. I did 
not see the Secretary at that time. I saw Col. McKenney and Gen. Gibson, 
who J understood bad some charge of this matter. I gave them my views 
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upon the subject, and told them my grounds of dissatisfaction. A day or two 
afterwards, I think, I saw the Secretary of War, and repeated to him what 
I had stated to the other persons. I do not recollect what the Secretary’s 
reply was distinctly, but he said something about turning it over to the ma¬ 
nagement of Gen. Gibson, of the Commissary Department. I am not certain 
whether he tpld me to call again or not, but I did, a day or two after¬ 
wards, when I understood it was done. While this matter was pending, I 
wrote a note to the Secretary of War, I think, upon the subject, and called 
this winter for a copy of the note, but the original could not be found. 

Question 4. Was it before the 20th of March, 1830, that you under¬ 
stood that the business was handed over to the Commissary General? 

Answer. My impression is, that it was, and but a very short time before, 
perhaps a day or two. 

Question 5. If the advertisement had have reached the people of Ar¬ 
kansas, would, in your opinion, many bids have been received from Ar¬ 
kansas? and would not those bids have probably been on more favorable 
terms to the Government than bids from other quarters? 

Answer. I think so; I can speak also from some experience on the sub¬ 
ject. The present contractor receives bids in that country, and there is a 
great deal of competition for the contracts. The people have corn and beef 
in abundance, and want the cash for it. And I think the bids would have 
been on more favorable terms than in other places. 

The committee adjourned, to meet again to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Thursday, June 28, 1832. 

The committee met at 9 o’clock A. M. Present: Mr. Stanbery, Mr. Bates- 
John Shackford called as a witness^ and sworn. 

Question 1, by the chairman. Did you put in a bid for supplying emi- 
)grating Indians with rations, under the proposals issued by the War De¬ 
partment in 1830? 

Answer. I did, under the proposals, dated February 18, 1830, signed 
Tho. L. McKenney, the first at seventeen cents, and a conditional one, I 
think, at fifteen cents per ration. 

Question 2. What was the price of beef in 1830 and 1831, in the State 
of Missouri? 

Answer. I cannot tell; my memory does not serve me: I should sup¬ 
pose from one and a half to two and a half cents per pound. I never dealt 
in the article myself. 

Question 3. Could you not have furnished the rations for a less sum 
than your bids? 

Answer. In the first place I did not know at what particular point I was 
to deliver the provisions; although it was somewhere in the Arkansas, it was 
not mentioned in the advertisement where. My calculation was, taking 
into consideration all the risk and expenses attending it, that the price would 
not exceed ten cents per ration, and it might have been considerably less. 

Question 4. Why did you not ofier to take the contract at a less sum 
per ration than that mentioned in your bid? 

Answer. There were several reasons, which I will give. One was, that 
my funds were mainly invested in the Portland and Louisville canal. I was 
also extensively engaged in the mercantile business at St. Louis, and was 
unwilling to engage in any new enterprise without a great certainty of a 
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gi>eat reward. And the uncertainty of the contract, the terms of the pro¬ 
posals, were such, that, after having made great preparations and expended 
thousands, the contract might have been withdrawn. 

There was another considerable objection: the delivery of the rations 
might have been required where there was a water communication, and it 
might have been required that the delivery would be at some place hundreds 
of miles distant in the interior of the country, which would liave added con¬ 
siderably to the expense. I was wholly unacquainted with the Arkansas 
country, never having visited it, which was another reason operating upon 
my mind against making a less bid. All the houses for the preservation of 
the provisions were to be built by the contractor, and, if the contract should 
have been withdrawn or discontinued, it would have subjected me to a hea¬ 
vy expense and loss. 

Question 5. Did you believe, that, notwithstanding all the uncertainties 
and risks you have mentioned, that the rations could have been furnished at 
ten cents? 

Answer. It was my calculation that it would not exceed that sum. I 
speak from recollection only, having no papers or minutes by me to refresh 
my mind upon the subject. 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A. M. 

Friday, June 29, 1832. 

The committee met this day, at 9 o’clock A. M. Present: Mr. Stan" 
bery, Mr. Pates, Mr Muhlenberg, Mr. Wayne. 

John Peters appeared as a witness, and was sworn. 

Question b)' Mr. Wayne. Do you hold an office under the Government? 

Answer. I do. 

Question 2. What office do you hold? 

Answer. I am a clerk in the Second Auditor’s office for settling Indian 
accounts. 

Question by General HoustoUi Are the papers which you now exhibit 
the same which you were required to bring under the subpoena? 

Answer. They are. (The witness then produced certain papers mark¬ 
ed 5, 6, and 7, copies of which will be found at the close of his testimony.)' 

Question by General Houston. Do these papers, upon the face of them, 
or from any connexion with others falling under your official observation, 
enable you to show a fraud upon the part of Luther Blake? 

Answer. As to fraud, I can make no answer. In the settlement of the 
account presented by Colonel Crowell, there was an item of two hundred 
and seventy five dollars paid by him to Parent Dubois on an order 
of Luther Blake, dated western Creek agencyt, September 13, 1.S29, 
on account of corn furnished the Creek emigrants, on a contract for which 
Luther Blake said he held a receipt. I suspended his voucher in the set¬ 
tlement of his account, and required the receipt to be produced. Colonel 
Crowell told me that he thought he had the receipt among his papers, and 
if he found it he would hand it to me. Several days after, he told me he 
would ask Blake if he had not got it; and, soon after, he produced the 
receipt from Luther Blake, which was filed with the account of Dubois. On 
continuing the examination of the account of Colonel Crowell, I re-exam¬ 
ined again the account of Dubois, in order to ascertain if the receipt which 
Oalonel Crowell had handed me w’as correct, when I found that it was dated 
10 
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Creek agency, Arkansas, September 13, IS32, and, of course, I could not 
admit it. 

Question by General Houston. Arc you not satisfied that that receipt 
was made here, to meet the contingency, for the benefit of Colonel Crowell 
in the settlement of that item in his account? 

Answer. It being dated September 13, ISSS, would lead to that infer¬ 
ence. There was another thing which induced me to form that conclusion; 
the sand was still upon the ink when the receipt was handed to me. 

Question by General Houston. Colonel Crowell was examined before the 
committee on the 27th instant, in support of Mr. Luther Blake’s character# 
Had he filed the receipt in your office before that time? 

Answer, it has been filed some twelve or fifteen days. 

Here follow copies of the papers alluded to, marked 5, 6, and 7. 

(5.) 

‘‘The United Stales, to Barent Dubois, for two hundred and forty-four 
and a half bushels of corn, furnished under the contract for the Creeks, in 
the western agency, at one dollar and twelve and a half ednts, is, ^273. 

Received of .John Crowell, Indian agent, two hundred and sev'enty-five 
dollars, in full of the above account. 

BARENT DUBOIS. 

Creek Agencv, October 20, 1S29.” 

(G.) 

“Colonel John Crowell, agent for Indian affairs, will please to pay Ba¬ 
rent Dubois two hundred and seventy-five dollars for Corn furnished in the 
present contract, for which I hold a re'ceipt. 

LUTHER BLAKE, 

■Jict. Creek Agent. 

Western Creek Agency, \3tk Sept., 1829.” 

( 7 .) 

“ Received of Barent Dubois two hundred and forty-four and a half bush¬ 
els of corn furnished public contract to subsist Creek'indians, at one dollar 
twelve cents per bushel, amounting to two hundred and seventy-five dollars 

LUTHER BLAKE, 

Act. Agent Ink. Aff. 

Creek Agency, Ark., \3th September, 1832.” 

The committee adjourned to meet again on Monday, July 2, 1832. 

Monday, July 2, 1832. 


The Committee met Present; Mr Stanbery, Mr. Drayton, Mr. Wavne 
Mr. Muhlenberg, Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Kerr. ^ ’ 


Mr. 0. S. Hall called as a witness, and siaorn. 

Question by the chairman. Were the rations on which you founded your 
certificate furnished in pursuance of the contract entered into between E 
W. Duval and Marsfbn Ford, dated August 30, 1827? and was said con¬ 
tract made in consequence of an advertisement, or was it a private contract 
made without previous notice? ’ 
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Answer. They were, and my certificate was made from a reference to 
the contract alluded to in the preceding interrogatory. I do not know 
whether the contract was made in pursuance to an advertisement or not. 

The witness then handed the committee the original contract between 
Mr. Duval and Mr. Ford, which is as follows: 

“ Cherokee Agency, 

August 30, 1830. 

“ The following agreement is this day entered into between E. W. Duval, 
U. S. agent among the Cherokees on the Arkansas river, and Marston Ford, 
of Crawford county, A. T. Mar.ston Ford agrees, and obliges himself, to 
■furnish to said E. W. Duval, on order, all the rations of provisions which 
may be required by him for the Cherokee Indians during the council to be 
convened on the 25th day of next month for the payment of annuities due 
them from the United States. Each ration to consist of eighteen ounces of 
good merchantable wheat flour, and two pounds of good beef, with sufficient 
salt for the same; and for and in consideration of which, the said Duval 
agrees to pay him^ the said Marston Ford, for each ration of flour and salt 
ten cents, and for each ration of beef ten cents; making for every entife 
ration that may be issued and required by oroer of said Duval to ^e Che¬ 
rokee Indians, at and during the council aforesaid, twenty cents The 
rations to be delivered at, and issued by said Ford at the council ground. 

Witness their hands and seals. * 

E. W. DUVAL, [seal.] 
MARSTON FORD, [seal.] 

Witness: E. W'. Duval. 

Mr. Blake, after reading the testimony of John Peters, made the follow¬ 
ing explanation: 

In answer to Mr. John Peters’s deposition, it is my duty to explain one 
thing; that is, the certificate or corn receipt given in favor of Barent Du¬ 
bois. I will do it by relating the whole facts relative to it. Mr. Dubois 
was an able assistant in the removal of the Creek emigrants in the year 1829. 

When we arrived at the western Creek agency he bought of an Indian a 
negro boy, (slave,) for which he gave two hundred and fifty dollars in cash. 
He, in a few days after, sold the same negro to an Indian man for two hun¬ 
dred and seventy-five dollars in corn: it was in September, 1829. The corn 
was received by me, but I did not receipt to him for it before he returned to 
Alabama. We thought that those papers would be cashed at the place where 
they were issued; therefore left tl e claim with me. I gave a certificate or 
order on Colonel Crowell that there was due to B. Dubois, for corn fur¬ 
nished public contract to subsist Creek emigrants, two hundred and seventy- 
five dollars, for which I held a receipt, but I had not issued any receipt for 
the corn. 

On my certificate or order the agent paid two hundred and seventy-five 
dollars to Mr.'Dubois, which the agent rendered in account. Mr. Peters 
thought he ought to have a receipt like the balance which was issued for corn. 

When I was informed of this, I gave the agent a receipt in this city, and 
within three months. I did it because there had been no receipt given by 
me to any person, more than the order to the agent. 

LUTHER BLAKE 

Washington City, July 2, 1832. 

Committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, at 9 o’clock A M. 



